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Marx xiv. 36.— ii | viren agreed not together; 
Terps iii, 10, 11. A man that ir an Heretich, —/ingecth, 
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| FT E ſubje& confidered in the following pags 
1 es has been already explained at large by h 
Aſſociate Synod, and members thereof, as all may , 
know. Therefore a minute examination of the 
ſeveral particular concernments of the controverſy. 
is not here attempted. T have only offered ſome - 
thoughts upon the merits of the cauſe in general, 
referring the reader to the foreſaid writings for 
his information in, and a vindication of the ſeveral 
ſteps which the Synod has taken relative to the 
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Auen theſe writings, I would recommend 
that piece particularly, intitled, The. Preſent 
Truth: a Diſplay of the Seceſſion-Teſlimony.“ 
There à particular account is given of that diſpute, 
which I ſhould think muſt carry conviction into 
the mind, unleſs it be ſtupified either with ignpe_ 


” * % 


rance, indifferency, or prejudice, 15 


Lr none imagine that the ſwearing of the diſs 
puted oath is a matter not to be counted upon, a8 
oſpel doctrine is taught by the friends of that oath; 

- This. is the caſe with many; they think it litile 
concerns them what the Burghers hold concerning 

the burgeſs oath, while they, preach. Bible truths, 

But theſe perſons Thould know that the Burghers,. 

their preaching goſpel doctrines will be of little a- 

_ vail for recommending them to ſuch as properly 

ronſider the Bible. "Their preaching goſpel doc. 

triges is the only thing 2 * recommends them to 
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to the moſt part of their föllowers who have any 


concern about religion. Yet this, I ſay, is a very 


uncertain recommendation. Perſons have taught 
a number of undoubted truths; and afert all had the 
Wrath of God burnin hot againſt them on account 
of their teaching, This we find to have been the 
_ eaſewith Job's three friends, Job xl. 7, 8. Who- 
ever examines the diſcourſes of theſe men in the 
_ preceding part of that book will find many valuable 
| doctrines, . conſidered, by themſelves, Doctrines 
none will except againſt if they are not deifts. Yet 
the Lord makes a very,awful declaration concerning 
them, and paſſes ſentence upon them, condem- 
ning their teaching, —- wherein many truths were 
taught, — “ The Lord faid to Eliphaz, — My wrath 
4s kindled againſt thee, and againſt thy two 


« friends; for ye have not ſpoken of me (without 


the ſupplement) right, as my ſervant Job;. There- 


* fore take unto you feven bullocks, and ſeven 


n rams and go to my ſervant, Job, and offer up 
« for yourſelves a burnt-offering, and my ſervant 
e« Job, ſhall ' pray for y u.“ Th | 
prefles his anger aint cheſs mon and* condemns! 
them FOR THEIR TEACHING ;z—teaching, where- 
in many important. truths were declared. The 
matter of their teaching, confidered by itfelf, was, 


e Lord here ex- 


* 


for che moſt part, all right. But the particular 


deſign of it made it all wrong. All their doctrine, 
all their diſcourſe was in the way of injuring the 
character of Job. This was a dead fly which made 


their ointment ** ſend ſorih a ſtinking ſavour.“ 


Juſt ſo in the prefent caſe ; a number of precious 


* doctrines, we doubt not, are taught by the Bur- 


ghers, And it is equally certain that all that 


teaching is in the way of defending-a ſinful ſwear- 
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ſinful nne Mut got Yn 
be of the ſame ſorr wich the er ory 
es 7 e particylar' doRtfnes wii * U 
le ” are tt cofitleref in 'thenfſelves, yer 1. 
| the -mri#tter-comp! xe1y, that i is, bie tA | 
Aber their reaching is not right. K az wha 
his two frien is could never be vpon a Woting to 
ſpeak of the things of God r e Until they mace 
tisfactlon for t Weir wr Nee and vit 
cate! the character they ha 80 125 
the Burghers ever be "p66" 0 Nad 
RIGHT; until they abe Lade in br tu 0 - 
fence, and vindicate that act of Synod which they 
have condemned. Let none ſay, Why ſhould 
ſuch notice be taken of acts of Synod ? The ob- 
ſerving of ſuch acts is a matter of Chriſt's particu- 
lar enjoining. Our Lord Chriſt ſent an epiſtle to 
a church in a very extraordinary and ſolemn man- 
ner. He made ſuch a repreſentation of his glo 
in way of viſion, unto the man by whom he ſent 
it that he fell down as dead, ſo very great was the 
weight of that glory. The only particular in- 
e which he therein laid upon that church 
ſhe ſhould obſerve a certain acT of Sy- 
nod. Rev. ii. 24, 2. But unto you I ſay, and 
«-unto the reſt in Thyatira, as many, as have not 
« known the depths of Satan, as they ſpeak, I will 
* lay upon you none. other burden, but tliat 
© which ye have, hold faſt till Icome.? The bar- 
den which they had relative to Jezebel's doctrine 
was an act of Synod, of which fee, Acts xv. 28,” 
29. Their holding faſt this act was what Chriſt . 
60join'd upon this church. And this was the only 
particular injunction which he laid upon her. The 
[wearing condemned by the Aﬀociate Synod is as 
ey offenſive to as © profeſſors of religion 28 
2 „ 


 theeating wis condemned by the Synod of Jerus 
 falem, Chriſt ſays, Hold faſt that act concerning 

that oath. Thus one may ſee that the obſerving 
acts of the church is a weighty matter. The preſ- 
fing this was the principal deſign of the foreſaid 
Epiſtle to the church of Thyatira. Let then the 
| voice of Chriſt be attended unto, in the controver- 
ſy. „That which ye have, hold faſt till I come, 
And he. that overcometh, and keepeth my 
K-works (done by my church) unto the end. 
4 to him will I give power over the nations 
een as [I received of my Father, | : 
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HE importance of believing with the heart 
is acknowledged by all who profeſs chriſ- 
tianity, and the intereſting nature of con- 
feſſing with the mouth, muſt be owned by all who 
have any proper acquaintance with the Bible. The 
holding faſt the profeſſion of the faith, ſtands on 
the front of the duties required of the ehurch. As 
acceſs with boldneſs into the holieſt by the blood of 
Jeſus is her great PRIVILEDGE ſo the holding. faſt 
the profeſſion of the faith is her great Burr *. 
The very great ſtruggle that has taken place about 
that profeflion is alſo no ſmall evidence of its 
weight. A ſtruggle which has obtain'd in all chriſ- 
tian lands andinfall ages. As it has been the object of 
vigorous contending in the days of our fathers, who 
does not ſee it a matter warmly diſputed for in our 
day? How many are the parties juſt now upon the 
field | How are profeſſors of religion erumbled in- 
to parties! Whence ſo many denominations of 
profeſſors, if it is not from a ſtriving about and 
or the profeſſion of religion? The Proteſtanis had 
ſurely a quarrel with Rome's profeſſion. The like 
is the caſe with any who ſecede from any church. 


9 Heb. x. 23. 
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About 40 years ago, a number Lee, from the 
rel with the pro fe ſſion which that church was mak 
ing, otherwiſe their ſeceſſion had been altogether 
* withonr cauſe. The ſeceding miniſters came in 
proceſs of time to be prong into a judicature, 
bearing the de6goatian of the. Aſſosiate Synod. 

About 30 years ago, it was a queſtion in faid 
Synod, Whether it was lawful for ſeceders to ſwear 
the religious clauſe in ſome burgeſs oaths. . Th 
Synod-condemning the ſwearing that claufe, a few 
members proteſted againſt that decifion. Theſe 
proteſters being joined and! ſupported by Tome o- 
| thers ſeparated from the ſynod. Thus a rupture 
took place. %% res a6 AbabSos 
This matter has been the ſubject of a great deal 
of reaſoning, not only when lying before the fynod; 
but alfo ſinee judgment was given upon it. Phe 
pens of miniſters on both files, and others have 

occupied, and the ton gues of many moe have been 
_ employed in that controverſy, The diſpute is afl 
about the 'PROFESSION of refigion as the words 
of that clauſe evidence, rz. prottft, before 
God and your lordſhips, that I profeſs and allow 


% - 


wich my heart, the true religion preſently profel 


* 


402 
fed within this realm, and authorized by the laws 
thereof; 1 thall abide thereat, and defend the 
fame to my life's end, renouncing the Roman re- 
ligion called Papiſtry. The controverſy 'mufl be 
ok the greateſt conſequence, whatever may be fail 
of the reaſoning of the diſputants3 being a con- 
troverſy wherein that very important matter, even 
the PROFESSION of religion is lo nearly conceru- 
ed. What ſhould we account a matter of weight, 
if we do not reckou this a matter of this ſort ? ls 

| ; ROC 


15 oo 5 


not. the profeſſion e gion, that is the account 
which one makes of the 9 and will of, God 


before the world one of the moſt ſolemn things 


wherein he can engage? 

The burgber party plead, that i it is: not. ang pro- 
feſion of religion which is ſworn to in the above 
clauſe. They plead that it is ſinful to ſwear, to any 
profeſſion... It is religion 1TSELEF,- which may be 


{worn to, ſay they; See Mr Erikine's: Fancy, no 


Faith, p 35. Mr HalPs Impartial Survex, p. 11, 
na and Me Brown's. Hiſtory: of the, Seceſſion, 
5, 16, The laſt two give out, their party 

hold. that the PROFESSION of rene is no part of 
the oath: 

This is the waythey- take to. perſuade people of 
of the: ſafety. of the foreſaid clauſe; It is not any; 
profeſſiomof the true religion, but che true religi- 


on ITSELF which is profeſſed, ſay they, which is 
ſworn in that clauſe. Ia this aſſertion lies their 


defence, But how do they prove it? Why, it ts: 
finful to ſwear to any profeſſion. 

It was thought that our reformers gave prelacy a. 
ſhock by their publie covenaming;, and it may: 
well be ſaid; that the ſolemn league and covenant: 


of the three nations has a blow ſtruck- at its root. 


by the, above burgher pleading, If it is ſinful to 

a profeſſion of religion undoubtedly that cove- 
* deſerved burning and burying, being a ſinful; 
oath. In that oath the covenanters ſwore. adhe- 


rence, not immediately to religion ITSELF, but to 


religion in a certain profeſſion of it. In the firic 
paragraph of that covenant they ſwore. They 


«would: ſincerely really, and conſtantly: by the 
© prace of God. endeavour in their ſeveral places 
1 20 calliags the preſer vation of the REFORMED. , 
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'  *L, AND, and the reformation of religion ig 
[; "England and Irehnd; oe Es 568 * 
; _ © "Phefe covenanting Noblemen, Gentlemen, Mi- 
'| © Diſters of the Goſpel, &c. engaged immediately, 
not to. religion in itſelf, but to religion in that 
PROEESStON which was made of it by the church 
of Scotland. I ſay, they engaged immediately, 
not to religion in itſelf, but to religion in a cer- 
tain profeſfſion of it. My reaſon for ſaying fo is 
obvious from the words of that covenant. It is 
the KEFORMED religion, —the reformed religion 
of the CHURCH of SCOTLAND, they ſwore unto, 
Now was tte religion of Jeſus ever reformed, con- 
fidered as in itſelf? Tf it might be reformed, no 
man nor yet any angel might be the reformer. -— 
Further, the religion they fwore unto, was what 
they ſpoke of as in the church of ScoTLAND, in 
diſtinction from theſe in England and Ireland, 
But was religion ITSELF peculiar to SCOTLAND ? 
No, it was certainly the priviledge of the other 
two nations alſo ; otherwife they looked upon them 
i} as heathens. By religion then they underſtood re- 
ligion in a certain profefſion of it, which they rec- 
Eksoned a proper one. Moreover, the religion in 
this oath was what they propoſed to REFORM in 
England and Ireland. We will, (ſay they,) en- 
deavour the REFORMATION of religion in Eng- 
land and Ireland.“ As already ſaid, what man, 
what angel might propoſe the work, it we are to 
underſtand it as conſidered in itſelf} If theſe cove- 
nanters who ſwore to reform religion in England 
and Ireland, meant religion 1TSELF, never did 
any go beyond them, or even come up with 
them in blaſphe my. But it is paſt all queſtion that 
they meant religion in reſpect of the profeffion of 
it. It is lawful and particularly needful to 3 
©. 5 | bonn 
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leſs at that esveflanting 


being finful to TWear to 
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wo 


namelef 1 to propoſe to reform religion t- 
ſelf. Nan e however our — 
vows, , pirticulatty the ſoſenin e and covenants: 
ſtruck at prelaey; our burgher ſchemie ſtrikes no 
Aba f removed the 
brazen altar which wah before the Bord, to midke 
way for rhe” altar of Dumaſcus. Our burghers 

have . ſolemi league and covenant 
that che Bungels oft b may be built up 
remembred what is thett defence — ingthat 
oith, even this already norfced, mathely,- That the 
PROPESSION of region is no part of CIR 
any "FROFESSION,"  _ 
Ho can theft people pretend dar they own the | 
binding obkgätion of theſe cobevants upo n poſtes 
rity, when they talk at ſuch à rate? For my part 
would never reflect upon theſe Who bürnt 
theſe ſolemp vows, if I counted; it wrong to make 
the profeſſton of religion a matter of oathy for it 
did belong to the matter of theſe vbws, as has been 
juſt now unde to appenr. It ſeems to me that ei- 
our foktmn covenants.” 


0. 
Mor@ver, actordiagits-thelr foreſhd pleading 


tHe'otdination2vows of alt! prefÞyrerian”miniſters,/ 


on their taule; of they are net hearty n 


their dyn not extepted, muſt b finfuf., The Weſt⸗ 


minſter Confelon of Faith is a part of theſe vowy 54 
and with themfetwes, the Judieiaf Ac and Teſti- 
mony emitted by the Affociate Preſpytery is a2 


part thereof alſo. Now is either that Confẽon or 


that teſtimony the true religivt Telelf ; Fe a ον 


Fo COOLS 2 
\ „ 0 : 
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Fx2210% thereof? If any be pleaſed: to ſay, T ey 


are the true religion 1T$ELF, I am ſure they are 


not burghers, becauſe they have found the laſt of 
. theſe polluted with a number of Mis TAK ES and 
RRRORS. Moſt certainly both Confeſſion and Teſ- 
timony are given out only as human appearances 


for religion, in the matter of the profeſſion of it. 
How will the burghers anſwer for their conduct 
in admiaiſtrating and ſwearing from year to year a 


 Einful oath. This is done in their ordaining mi- 


niſters and elders. ' I ſay, A $INFUL oath, ac- | 
cording to their foreſaid plead gg. 
They have charged the ſynod (indeed very in- 


judiciouſly,) with throwing. an odium upon honeſt 


burgeſſes, by condemning the above oath, But 


whom and what have they condemned in defend- 


ing it ?!——All our honeſt, our zealous, our faith- 
ful covenanting anceſtors; and I may ſay all the 
Hluſtrious liſt of martyrs in the laſt period of cru- 


el butchery and bloody perſecution :-—AIll the 
judicious honeſt godly miniſters and elders in the 


church of Chriſt in Seotland fince the reformati- 
on, &c. If they ſay, the ſynod has condemned 
theſe burgeſſes, may it not be replied,, Who con- 
demned all theſe? The burghers have done ſo in 
their writings, but may be that they have not done 
ſo in their minds. Poſſibly they did not confider 
their reaſoning before they publiſhed it. The beſt 
have been guilty of ſpeaking, and may we not alſo. 


ſay of writing unadviſedly. But let it alſo be re- 
membred that ſuch miſtakes ſhou'd be ſpeedily 
correctet. 2 . 


From what has been obferved, it appears to be 


to no purpoſe to infiſt upon the words, TRUE RE- 


. 11860, in the diſputed clauſe, It is not religion 


 IQITSELF, but in the PROFESSION of it which is 


- meant 


6 


meant by that phraſe. Theſe are vaſtly dikinft 2 
things. The true religion itſelf is the mind and” will 
of God; which is declared to us by the ſeriptures. 
The PROFESSEON of the true religion is that account ³ 
which a Je or people make thereof before the 
| Now can any magiſtrate in Scotland be | 
2 to mean by the true religion in that clauſe, 
religion 1TSELÞ? If he does, then his calling 
one to ſwear it, means no more but his owning, 
upon oath, the will of God. Any may ſwear that 
clauſe, ſave the Papiſts. Deiſts themſelves may do 
ſo. The will of God i is revealed in the ſgriprures 
which deiſts deny; yet the deiſt may "(Wear this Mi 
clauſe in a full confiſtency with his deiſm. He pleads © 
his owning the true religion; though he refuſes the 
ſcriptures are the. word of God. Some may ſay, 
If he owns the true religion, he mult alſo own'the 
| ſeriptures as they make it known. Anſ. We in- 
deed affirm the ſcriptures only make known the 
will of God towards us, but the diſputed clauſe 
does not ſay ſo, what then is to hinder theſe which 
deny it, to ſwear this clauſe ? They own there isa 
true religion; but ſay, the light of nature makes 
it known ; thus they may ſmear that clauſe conkilt- 
away with their deiſm. - 

I ſay, then, if religion i in Wy: only i is ton in 
that clauſe, the man only ſwears that he owns the 
will of God by whom he ſwears. Thus the ſolemn 
work of ſwearing is awfully prophaned by both the 
impoſer and the jurant. The man ſwears what is 
preſuppoſed to his ſwearing. The magiſtrate i in re- 
guiriag him to ſwear, conſiders him as owning : the 
the will of God yet he requires him to [wear that 
* does own that will. 5 

That of the jurant's owning the will ofthe Gd by 
whom he. ſwears, is  ſetzled and over. with the, ma- 
won "WE 8 Siirate: 
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| „ | 
8 before he admits him to fear, yet, ag: 
ording to the burghers account. of the true reli: 
gion ſworn, when the, magiſtratè comes, to the ſo- 
emn at of. putting, and the ſvcarer to the like act 
of taking the oath, what comes forth, as hat muſt 
be ſworn? the juran'ts owning the will of God. 
Would it not be awful work in a 


of God! Well it is work of che like ſort to requires 


one to ſwear that he .owns the will of : God by a 


1 whom he ſwears. Let this:is all that ſwearing of 


the religious clauſe. of ſome burgeſs oaths accord: 


ing to the burghers their above explication of it. 


Thus it 1 it as, that it muſt be religi - 


on in a 
the TRUE RELGI ON, which is ſworn in the forge 
ſaid elauſe. JJJJJJVVVVCVV $3 2av7ed 545 
The queſtion, then, in this controperſy is nat. 
Whether it is lawful and agreeable to the word. of 
God to profeſs the true religion? Nor is it, whes 
ther the true religion is profeſſed in the realm? 
It is readily granted that the true religion is in ſome 
ſenle profeſled in England, where prelacy is autho- 
riſed. For if this was not ſo, England behoved 
to be conſidered by us as a part of the heathen 
world. Who will ſay that it is not profeſſed at 
Rome where popery is eſtabliſhed ? Yet who will 


n profeſſion of it which is meant hy 


ſay that a true preſbyterian may ſwear the religion 


profeſſed and authoriſed either in Spain or England 2 


ut the queſtion is, whether there is a ſuch a faith 


ful, witneſſing ſcriptural profeſſion of religion made 


1 by this realm, and authoriſed by the laws thereof 


as may be adopted by qath? lt is this profeſſion 


which is ſworn in the foreſaid religious clauſe of 


ſome burgels oaths. It is the National Profeſſion 
| which was authoriſed at the Revolution 1690, ſo far 


Be 


| | | iſtrate to re- 
guire one to ſwear by God thathe owns: the being 


4 35 „ 2 
As that ſettlsment continues in force;to, this pec ceſen 
time. Is. tha profeflian a faithful one; WIE as 
Seceder, a Witneſs for a Covenanted Neon 
may ſay with the ſolemniy gf an o h «that he profe- 
ſes a Faun it with his heart? $74 itris an 200 
tate 2nd per fidious profeBon, inſtead of: being 4 
faithful, witneſſing obe. 

It may be ſaid, the Weſtmigſter Confeſſion of 
Faith, and, the Preſbyterian Form of Church-go- 
vernment are authoriſed by the laws. of the land, 
True; they are ſo. Yet by reaſon of the Way 
this is done, it is only an apoſtate and peridious 

ofeſſlon which is authoriſed. N che wa 

in which they were authoriſed in 1649, with th 
way in which they are authoriſed at,preſent, and 
this will.be evident. The way ln which they were 
profeſſed and authoriſed then you have in an ai 
| * parliament 1649, bound up with faid Con feſſioo 
and. Form of Church- government. They were 
authoriſed by parliament as they were received by © 
the church. * How they were received by the church 
is declared in her acts wherein {he adopted them, 
Her act .adapting that Confeſſion is dated, at 
Edinburgh, 27th Auguſt, 1647. This a } is alla 
bound up with ſaid Conleſſion. 

The way wherein it is authoriſed at preſent, you 
have in the act of Fee in 1690, intitled, 
« Act ratifying the Confe ian of Faith, and ſer 
* 11g Preſbyterian Chureli-goverament,” How 
diſmal is the profeſſion made and authoriſed at the 
Revolution in 1690, compared with that which. gs | 
authoriſed in 1649? Let the forementioned acts be 
conſidered, and it will be found that they are valt- 
ly different profeffions. It may indec: be ſaid, 

chat the ſame Confeſſion of Faith is approved i 
-| both; yet wy do not authorite the fame profeſſion 


of 


$: = MA 
of religion. The preſbyterians and the prelatiſts . 


own the ſame Bible; z yet they do not make the 0 
| fame profeſſion. 


As already ſaid, the parliament i in 1649 ratified 
the Confeſſion compoſed at Weſtminſter, as it was 


tereived by the Aſſembly of the church of Scot- 


land in 1647, ſec the act of parliament itſelf. Now | 
how did that Aſſembly receive it? read their act. 
Copies of that act being ſo very common, there is” 
the leſs need for tranſcribing it, Some things'! in ic 
may be here obſerved. _ 

if, The Aſſembiy? 8 taking notice of, and ap- 
proving it by an act, was in conſequence of their 
entering into a covenant with God, and a league 
with England and Ireland, and by reaſon of the 
yows they had come under to both God and Eng- 
land and Ireland. This the Aﬀembly in the begin- 


ning of their act, particularly obſerve'and acknow- 


ledge. © l Confeſſion of Faith (fay they) for the 


* Fjrks of God in the three kingdoms, being the 


s chicfeſt part of that uniformityin religion, Hie 
e RT THE SOLEMN LEAGUE AND COVENANT - 
c YE ARE BOUND TO ENDEAVOUR, &c.” Here 
they PROFEss their being under vows to God to. 
Eugtand and Ireland as to this Confeſſion —Now, 
Is there any hint of this, any PROFESSION of this 
in the Revolution—ratification of that Confeſſion ? 


Ts it therein owned and profeſſed, that Scotland is 


-under covenant obligations to. God, to Eng ind 
and Ireland, to take that notice of that Confeſſion? 
All that the parliament 1690 ſpe aks of as leading. 
to a ratifying it, is their reading, voting, and ap- 
proving it. There is no word of being under any 
folemn vows about it. May it not be appealed to 
the vnbiaſſed, if there 15 not a 828 different 

| ro 


( 19 ) 3 
gy PROPESSION of religion in the one autherifiangg * 
' from what there is in the other... _ 
2dly, The aflembly received it as a ſtandard of 
UNIFORMITY with CHURCHES, viz. theſe of Eng- 
land and Ireland. They ſay, ——* It being fo ne- 
„ ceſlary, and ſo much longed for, that the faid 
© Confeflion be with all poſſible expedition ap- 
© proved and eſtabliſhed in both kingdoms as a 
8 te principal part of the intended UNIFORMITY ia 
15 & religion. The General Aſſembly doth there- 
& fore agree unto, and approve the ſaid Gonfeſſion, 
« as to the point of UNIFORMITY,, agrecing for 
© our part, that it be a common Confeſſion for the 
_ © these ß = 
Isa the Revolution ſettlement of it, it is only re- 
ceived and ratified as a ſtandard of S0UuNDNEss in 
the faith as to the church of Scotland: As the 
Act of Settlement witneſſeth. The immediate and 
primary deſign and end of Scotland's receiving chat 
Confeſſion, is in the preſent ſettlement of it alta- 
gether and entirely paſſed by. There is no pro- 
fefling England's concern herewith; nor yet Scot- 
land's defign and end in adopting it, which end it 
had engaged by covenant to purſue, At the Re- 
volution, in the then ratification of ſaid Confefli- 
on, the nation dropt purſuing that end by that 
Confeſſion which, it had by ſolemn engagements to 
God, to wen, bound itſelf to proſecute, even the 
ſaid UNIFORMITY, The National Profeſſion as 
to that Confeſſion now, is, to preſerve ſoundneſs 
in the church of Scotland. Whereas in the other. 
| ſettlement, — it was to promote UNIFORMITY in 1 
religion in the churches of Scotland, England, and 
Ireland. Is not this apoftacy and perjury? This | 
Confeſſion was profeſſed by Scotland as the Con- 
feſſion of the three kingdoms, but now only ebony _ 
by 8 
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onfeftfori of one. Scotland hereby has left che 
apoſtate nations to continue in their apoſtacy, and 
thus is decome apoſtate for its own part alſoe Rog- 
land has caſt off this part of its coveuanted unifor- 

mity with Scotland. Well Scotland, equally <0 
venanted Scotland ſays, / Let no words be about 
ce that uniformity itfelf in our profeſſing what was 
„ A part of it. England has renounced it, and 
«we will take no notice of it?” The Revolution, the 
prefeit Nationat Profeffion; is this to Unfformity, 
às the cave of Machpelah was to Leah; of which 
Jacob ſaid, There I buried Leah. Scotland may 
ſay as to the Revolution, the National Profeſſſon, 
There I buried, a Covenanted Uniformiry in 'reli- 
gion betwixt Ebghand, Ireland, and me. 

" 3dly, The Allembly received it with an explica- 
tion and limitation as to ſome things in it: namely, 
what concerns the office bearers' jn the church; 
and the magiſtrate's titlę to call the aſſemblies of 
church: as the ac particularly ſpecifies, All this 
is overlooked in the preſent profeſſion. At the 
Revolution that Confeſſion was approven as it lay in 
the thirty three chapters thereof. The magiſtrates 
power of calling thefe affemblies in the abſolute, 
is accordingly a part of the National Profeflion, 
whereas inforeſaid act the Affenibly only grants it 
competent to the magiſtrate to do ſo in churches 
not conſtituted in point of government. By this 
means the king his yearly. claiming the power of 
calling the General Aſſembly of the church of Scot · 
land, is a part of the preſent National Profefſton. 


Here is eraſtianiſm. 


From what has been obſerved, one may ſee the 

— Impertitency and weakneſs of one of the prinei- 
pal arguments uſed in behalf of the Narfonal' 
Profeflion z or Revolution Settlement ot * 

| | ; "ae 
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The argument is this, The Weſtminſter -onfef-- 
fion, oy was a part of the reformation in laſt 
century, is profeſſed in the land and authorized 
by the laws hercol, therefore it muſt be on 
that the reformarion itſelf is profeſſed and authro- 
ri zed alfo.  - 

As to Scotland; ber reformation in adopt opting 

that Confeſſion, Tay i in the manner in which, -an 

the end for which ſhe did adopt it. This is Tag A 
evident, As to the matter of that Confelffon, ſhe of 
had long before that time given forth a Confeflivon* 
thereof, namely, iti 1 560, &c, which is commonly \ Wl 
called; The Scotch Confeſſion. The advance then 
in reformation in Her adopting the Weſfminſter 
one lay in the manner in, and the end to which + 
ſhe received it. As formerly faid, She received, 


| that Confeffion which came from Fo land as joins | 
Ic d in Covenant with England, Haviog entered i 


a Solemn League with that people. In which 1 | 
g veflant and Leagve, an een to bring 

. churches of the three kingdoms to the pearef 8 

| jun&ion' and .UNIFORMITY if religion was the WM 
: _ leading, article. The Confeffion being compiled —_ 
for this end, ſhe viewed herſelf as bound by cove. 1 
; nanr-ties to take notice af it, and accordingly fe 

y received it, as under ſolemn vows about . NT 

c But was there any thing of this manner, in rati 
F 


ing that Confefion at the Revolution? In the! E. 
1 5 rofeſfing of it, is there any thing Uke Took 8 
s tothis, thy vows are upon vs, O God? - 


5 be end to which Scotland received that con- 
5 feſlian was, that the ſame Confeffion might be in 
L THE THREE CHURCHEs,, and not barely in 
— any one of them, whether of Scotland, or any . 
1 ther :— that there might be uxITORNMITx in Cor- 


feſſion of Faith in the three e Kingdoms, Scotlard 
e g > received 
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received it to be a ſtone of witneſs unto that bells 


ſo far attained which the covenanters in England 
as, well as Scotland had engaged to endeavour. I 
ſay as a ſtone of witneſs hereunto; ſome way like. 


the ſtone which Joſhua ſet up “. It was ſer up as 
witnels of uniformity having been ſo covenanted 


and alſo attained, In the Revolution Settlement, 


© 3 4 


ratified the Weſtminſter Confeſſion, - they gave it a 

| Fon it is 
ſpoken of by that name ſince. The name and title 
under which it was received by the church of Scot- 


new name; and in the National Profe 


land in the year 1647, is (till prefixed to the copies 


thereof, viz. © The CoxrEss ION of FaitH, a- 


« greed upon by the Aſſembly of Divines, fitting 


— at Weſtminſter, with the aſſiſtance of the Com - 
« miſſioners from the Church of Scotland, as a 
« part (note carefully) of the Covenanted Unifor - 
© mity in Religion betwixt the Churches of Chriſt 
© in the three K | Di $008 
Is it ſpoken of under that name in the Revolu- 


o 


tion Settlement? Does it bear that title in the 


National Profeſſion? No; it is evident to every 
perſon of underſtanding, that that Confeſſion no 
more retains its re forming deſignation in the Na- 
tional Profeſſion than Daniel retained his Hebrew 
name in Babylon, Its name in the National Pro- 
feſſion, at moſt ie, The Contess10N of FaiTh, 


C 


* 


* 


— 


a) 


"ee Ford nod approved by (not the Church; ue) 
ct Parliament of Scotland, as the Confeſſion of this 
«& Church, containing the Sum of the Doctrine of 


© the Nec d Churches.“ This is the name of | 


ſaid Confeſſion in the Revolution Settlement, -as 


may be ſeen in the Act of Settlement. As Brite 
ſhazzar "ſuited Babylon, ſo this name and title of 
ſaid Confeffion anfwers the ſaid Settlemeut. 

Thus it is evident, that the above argument in 
favours of the National Profeſſion, though un- 
 weariedly repeated by the Burgliory7 is dogs weak 5 
one. 


It might be alfo obſerved; that if the National 


Profeffion retains the Weſtminſter Confeſſion to 


this day; the Jews retained that which was arr or- 


dinance of God, viz. the "brazen ſerpent, to the 
days of Hezekiah. The brazen ſerpent was retain- 
ed in the way of idolatry ; the Weſtminſter Con- 


feſton- is continued in the * Profeſſion in 
the way of apoſtacy; yea, is where not. reaſon to 
add, and of perjury? 


Chriſt ſaid to the Jews, There i is one that area ford 


you, even Moſes, in whom ye truſt T. So it may be 
ſaid to theſe who in the above manner plead for 
the Revolution Settlement and the National P- 
feſſion of rehgioen, There is one thing, that teſtifies 
againſt that Settlement and Profeſſion of religion, 


even the Weſtminſter Confeſſion, of which ye boat. 
—Ta this Settlement the ſtandard of uniformity is 
retained, and the uniformity is dropt. Now- der- 


tainly the ſtandard retained muſt be an evidence a» 
gainſt ſuch, becauſe of the uniformity being dropt. 


Had the Jews, who refuſed Chriſt, made no ac 
eount of the oracle n * 2 51 mou been. 
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leſs inconſiſtent Had the Revolutioners, . who 


made no account of our covenanted uniformity, 

taken no notice of the ſtandard thereof, namely, 
the foreſaid Confeflion, they had been lels guilty = 
of a glaring contempt of our.reformation. ; 


After all, why do the Burghers, for Alcertain- 


Ing the religion preſently profeſſed and authorize 


ed,—the religion ſworn in the Burgeſs Oath, bring 
in that Confeſſion? According to them, It is the 
DIVINE RELIGIQN ITSELF which is ſworn. Now 
the Weſtinſter Confeſſion 1Ts2LF is not the Di- 
VINE RELIGION ITSELF, This is a bewildering 
of others, arifing from a confufion of mind with 
themſelves : on account of which they ſhould have 


our compaſſion, and not be treated with any ig» 


ſulting deriſion. 
It is not to be alledged chat the Revolution Set- 


ilement of the Weſtminſter Confeſſion of Faith 


came to be found fault with only ſince the Burgeſs 
Oath came upon the carpet. It was quarrel ed, 
not only when that oath was diſputed in the Aſſo- 


ciate Synod ; but even when the Marrow of Mo- 


dern Divinity was a pannel at the bar of the Gene» 


ral Aſſembly of the Church of Scotland. See for 


this, a Proteſt, dated at Edinburgh, May 21. 1722. 
A proteſt ſubſcribed by a number of miniſters; 


and among theſe we find Meſſrs Ebenezer and 
Ralph Erſkines. In which proteſt they fay, ©: We 
9 — to the ſtandards of doctrine in this church; 
to the Confeſſion of Faith ratified in the parlia- 


et ment, Anno r560, and to the National Covenant, 


44 or Confeſſion of Faith, both which we conceive 
ti ve are bound unto by the ſuperadded tie of the 
44 Solemn League and Covenant; as alſo, to the 


« Weſtminſter Confeſſion, with the larger and ſhor · 


L. tex Catechiſms: and we are willing to ee . 
| L t 6 
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t the three Confefions aforeſaid; as the Confeſ- 
« ſions of our Faith; and particularly the Weſt- 


_ was received by this church, Anne 1690. Theſe 
who lived in the year 1722. had without all doubt 
. reaſon for going ſo far back. They certainly 
were not pleaſed with the way that Confeſfion was 


feſſion, as it was reccived in the year 1690, and 
Vir ah in the year 1722 To the ſame purpoſe 


book lade Fancy no Faith, pag. 31. That when 
the Synod of Fife required of their .membess a new 
ſubſcription. of the Confeſſion of Faith, he with 


ſame time (ſays he) our readineſs to adhere ta, 
aud rene w our ſubſeription of the Weſtminſter 


Revolution Settlement. Bat, from what has been 
with ſome of the Burghers, vis. Mes Eberiezer 
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«< minſter Confeffion. as it was received by this 
10 church, Anno 1647. Th hey do not ſay, As it 


args in the year 1690, When they went the 

length of the year 1747. Had confcience, had faithe 
fulneſs allowed them, it would have been more to 
their purpoſe to have offered to ſubſcribe that Con · 


r. Ralph Erſkine tell us, in bis Appendix to his 


other four © unanimoully refuſed, declaring at the 


Confeſſion. and Catechiſms, 4s they were receiu- 
ed by the Church of Scotland, Anne 1647.” - | 
Te Burgher  mioiſters have repeatedly: ſaid, 
That it was by a light of later date than the judi- 
cial Act and Teſtimony that the Antiburgher mi- 
niſters (as they are called) came to condemn the 


juſt now noticed, it is evident that it was not fo 


and Ralph Eaſkines. They bad light to condemn 
it in the year 1722. It is a pity-that ſome ſhould 
have forgot the diſcovery of their own light, in the 
other, ſcoruful os they have, Wer of nn of 
Others. 
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Nat only did they expreſs themſelves as already | 
led, 0 beſides all the teſtimony they gave a+ 
gainſt the foreſaid ſettlement of religion at the Re · 
_volution when they acceded to the Act, Declara- 
tion and Teſtimony emitted by the Acid Preſ- 
bytery, they come in very exprefs and ſtrong terms 
to find fault with and teſtify againſt that ſettlement 
in an Act for a Faſt, dated at Dunfermline, Fan, 
8th, 1741. In which act it is faid, “ The Preſby- 
0 - CC tery—confidering that a righteous and holy God 
al _ © js—threatening us with a bloody ſword to avenge 
che quarrel of his covenant, and hath viſited us 
il cc with a variety of judgments, the juſt fruit of our 
4 cc manifold fins and provocations,—fuch as—the 
| - #0 qxNFUL BURYING of the REFORMING PERIOD. 
[i © inthe REVOLUTION SETTLEMENT.” - Amon 
| _ "the members of Preſbytery which farine® that a 
verre Meſſrs Ebenezer and Ralph Erſkines, James 
Fiſher, Sc. Do they not here make the Revolu- 
tion Settlement the grave of the Reformation-worK 
- attained unto in the laſt reforming period? How, 
lamentable is it that good and-great men ſhould 
be found promoting an approbation of that ſettle- 
ment, an approbation of it with all the ſolemnity 
of an oath | They have owned it to be the grave 
of the reforming period. Ah! that they ſhould | 
encourage perſons to give their ſanction to the bu= 
rial; and to ſet to their ſeal, the ſeal of their oath 
to the deed. Paul bitterly lamented his conſenting 
to the death of Stephen. And how neceſſary is it 
that the Burghers humbly coofeſs their ſad mif- 
take in agreeing to and ſolemnly approving of the 
BURIAL.Of the Covenanted Reformation! _ *- 
Conſidering the profeſſion or account which was 
made of the Weſtminſter Confeſſion in the Revo- 
lution Settlement, which was acquieſced in without 
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theirs. They are not adhering to it: Paul ſays 


now ſpoken of, approving the revolution-law el- 
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any complaint by the eſtabliſhed church, may it 
not be affirmed, that ſaid church, and all who ap- 
prove of that ſettlement, whether-burghers or o- 
thers, have no right to the WESTMINSTER con- 
feſſion of faith? As the apoſtle; affirmed that thoſe 
who ſerved the tabernacle, had Ne RIGHT to eat 
of the new teſtament altar : ſo there is like rea- 
ſon for uſing the like language concerning the eſ- 
tabliſned church and the burghers as to {aid con- 
feſſion. It is not meant that it is not their duty to 
take up with it. All ot them ought to do ſo; and 
by our national vows are bound to- adhere to it. 
It: was the duty of all the Jews to come and par- 
take of the altar the apoſtle ſpeaks of, yethe af- 
firms of a certain number of them as already vo- 
ticed. Much fo. is it with the foreſaid ſocieties. 
They ought in point of duty to adhere to that con- 
feſſion of faith, but they have uo right to it as 


to the Galatians, © Whoſoever of you are juſtified 
«© by the law, ye are fallen from grace 41.“ Theſe - 
tabliſhing religion, are fallen from the Weſtmia- 
ſter confeſſion of faith. The covenanted unifor- 
mity in religion betwixt the three kingdoms was 
buried in tbat ſettlement, now this confeſſion is 
juſt a part of that uniformity. This is juſt what this 
confeſſion is. This is the very formal nature of it, 
as the title of it witneſſeth. The Aſſembly which 
compoſed it, agreed upon it as that. The church of 
Scotland received it as that. Now can they have a- 
ny right to ſay they are adhering to a part of cove- 
nanted unitermity who have dropt that unifor- 
mity ITSELF ? Can they have any ground to plead 


+ Heb, xiii, 10 1 Chap. v. 4. FY 
| 1 , . | 9 F in 


mn ſuch a manner ? Some may ſay, May not otie 
| profeſs the doctrines of that confeffion, though 
he does not profeſs that uniformity which it re- 
fers to? 472 | Fug To > 4-4 "SY, a 0 2 | 43 * £ : 
"Perſons may adhere to the doctrines of that 
confeſſion without taking up with that uniformity. 
But the doctrines of that confeſſion are one thing ; 
and the eonfeſfion of theſe doctrines is another. 
. The doctrines confeſſed, were long before the ſo- 


11 , hs / 

i i lemn league and covenant of the three nations were 
* entered into; but the Weſtminſter confeſſion of 
4 theſe doctrines, was what they covenanted to en- 
4 deavour to bring about. Now, though the doc- 


Fi trines of that confeſſion may be profeſſed, without 
|- * profefſling that uniformity, yet an adhering unto 
3 that CONFESSION of theſe doctrines cannot be with- 
| out an appearing for it alſo, Let it not be thought 
8 that it is of little conſequence whether the Weſt. 
„ - minſter confeffion of thefe doctrines be profeſſed 
1128 or not, if the doctrines contain'd in it be profeſſed, 
8 If the profeſſing the Weſtminſter confeſſion be a 
a trivial matter, ſo muſt, the profeſſing the Weſt- 
minſter-form of preſbyterian church- government, 
the Weſtminſter directory for public worſhip, the 
Weſtminſter catechiſms larger and ſhorter be a 
matter of no. conſequence. And what is the a- 
mount of this? Juſt this; the particular principal 
obj..& of our reformers in their covenanting is not 
worthy of our profeſfſing. Thus the building raif- 
ed up by covenanting is razed to the ground, 
I therefore ſay, The eſtabliſhed church and the 
burghers whatever adherence they may be making 
to the DOCTRINES of the Weſtminſter confeffion, 
have given up with the WESTMINSTER CONFBS-- 
$10N of theſes doftrines. Hereby they lop off that 
ſolemn work of NATIONAL VoWIxG unto God 
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as a luxuriant hath the. 5 1 of the ion 


whether of nd or of Yi or, 
There is an obje&tion whic beat may make a. 

gainſt what has. been ſaid, * 1 had almoſt kor: 

got, namely, this, 
Perſons oeafeiiog che 


they certainly . the — wherein 
1 forth. Bock 


_ 


; the chügcf ef Scoilagd profeſſed. the bes: 


trines of the Weſtminſter Confeſſion BEFORE it 
had a being. But ſhi 


Confeſſion 1TSELT. No body who is ac 


came to find inthe Weliminſter Confeflion BRTouE 
that Confeſſion came from London. But did ſhe 


« ſay,:What need is there for any of acT of A. 


t ſembly, for our ADHERING. TO THAT. CONFES»" 
"4 so 1 We have profeſſed the DOCTRINES' of it 
t long ago, and ſtill. do: this is à ſufficient, adhe - 
« rence to that Confeſſion. 'By 1 no means, With 
great diligence and care, ſhe paſſed an 40 1 for this 
purpoſe. It took a particular act to make that 


CONFESSION. hers in 1047 7,. who had for a loug 


time been poſſeſſed of a Prokeflon of the poc- 
TRINES contained in it. 


It might be highly. uſefol, through the Keine . 
blefiog, to perſons, for bringing tem to 4 pro- 
per and juſt view of this matter, to read 8nd confi- 
der with particular care the act of the church of. 
and receiving the 
Weſtminſter Directory for publie worſhip. This 


Scotland in 1645 approving 


was what vas firſt agreed upon in the matter of the 
covenanted uniformity. in religion. e Conleſ- 


ſion of Faith was agreed upon ig the N Wr. 1 


* let it be e That az to th 
„ 'rodtry 


2 


rines of a 'Contelion;* 1 


e could not profeſs alfo the 
quainted 
with the church of Scotland will refuſe that ſue 
had reached to a profeſſiog the doctrises which ſhe. 
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| > Eaglang their fin and duty ia this matter. 


For tl! 


ment in 75 Nr 12 
8 1 y Swe up in that Settlement. Scotland then 
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edo 32. 2 22 i 41 Wee note 41 2 
rectory for worſhip,— the Form of Prefbyteriat 
Church government, — the Confeſſion of Faith, — 
and the Larger and Shorter Catechiſms, 'which 
were all compiled at Weſtminſter, che key io un- 
d-rftand. ther is the acts of the Aﬀembly of the 


church, of Scotland receiving them at E nburgh, 


However ill it fared with the Weſtminſter Con- 
feſſion in the Revolution Settlement, Preſbytery 
was no. better uſed therein. 
It was then ſo treated that every true Preſbyte- 
rian, who is properly. acquainted with the account. 
(ov profeſfion) then made of it, muſt conſider it 
as matter of bitter lamentation, inſtead of ſolemn- 
iy. commending it. The account made of it ia 
1690, is a very apoſtate one compared with that in 
8 * _ How is that account leſſened, and that 
profeifion impaired ? In 1649 it was profeſſed as 
the. government of the churches of Chriſt in the 
then three nations. In 1690 it is only profeſſed as 
the government of this church, viz, of Scotland, 


as the Ack of Settlement bears. In the reforming | 


period, Scotland recommended to England this 
Form of Church-government in oppoſition to that 
baſe human invention, namely, Prelacy, which 
prevailed there. England came to take up with it 


fo that it was profeſſed. there alfa. But it was not 


long. When Prelacy was again ſubmitted unto by 
that, nation contrary to ſolemn vows.” At the Re 
vplujion Scotland only takes up with Preſbytery 
> itſelf, taking ne notice of England or Ireland 


— 


zn the matter. Preſbytery's right to the govern- 


nent in the church of Chriſt in theſe nations was 


a+ > 


ans therein fell from all pleading ChrifFs right in 

this; matter with England, —from all teſtifying to 

1s no! 
this 
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Ld 
thisa profeſſion ſiaia'd with. all 
1 2” Sce the dich Acad. 
15 ague and Covenant ehterell Into and oe 
een 18 any more pretended” in' che AQ 
2680 ent than that! it be the goverument of che 
ch IN THIS kingdom, amiely;" Scotland? 
As the profeſfiag that it is the duty” of our So- 
ern Neighbours, yea of our Covenanted cethren, 
to renounce. that idol, Pretacy, Which they 90 
or ſhip; and to take up with and ſubject themſeves 
.unto the Lord's ordinance of Preſb yreridl Church = 
Fee any authority from that Beitlechennt? l 
e any ſuch authority for Witne fn oY 
that t ey are under the oath of Gd te to . 
Ach ey ly under the guilt of open RAGE vos | 
while they do not? Does the N "> 
thoriſe prafefſing of this ſort?!̃k· 1297 
4 Ka b 1 8 PE, preſbytery the patlia 1 80 
ding courſe, by reaſon, of the wa of their 
Kabhag 3 Wed to Fogland, en ety yo 
laid aſide, though it was with a rincipal eye to 
them, the Weſtminſter Form of, arch Bagerg 
ment was received. by. Scotland in 1645. 
Yea, the Revolution: -pal iament-nEyer prefer gel 
to Authorile, 74 AT Form of 0 overnineat? 'VWhar 
they, pretended to authoriſe cal 18 
vergment, was ratißed ig } Wo the ace rßt ä 
declares, which was more ail fit” cars 
as Weſtminſter Form. had A 9 82 0 8 
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 minſter Form was 5 5 775 by gur 
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mers. Though poſſeſſed of that ratified ia 1592; 
they ardently prayed and diligently laboured for tha 
Which game to xe obtained i in 1645, and was 
them. received with joy. The A embly in this a 
ee it, ſay, They were Mosr ARDENT AND 
108 Sor icrrops abput it. The divine ordi- 
nance, of preſbytery was buried by ſeveral as of 

parliament between the reſtoration. of Charles the 
II. and the revolution. And then a ſtone was put 
to. the; mouth of the grape. 1 ſay, The divinit of 
that ordinance was therein evid ently Nruck at. The 
ory y.of the government of Davids houfe, which 
d reached unto: gl the twelve tribes of Ifrael, 
was much darkened when it came to be oed 
"only as to two of them. Is not the divinity of 
reſbytery awfully- ſtruck at. in this Tettiehient, 
which had been ſolemnly profeſſ 24 as the govern- 
-ment of the church of Chriſt 3 in the three nations, 
but herein is profett' d as to only. one of them, 
namely Scotland. - , © 
Jephtha's principle of poſſeſſing that which the 
Lord his God had given him to pofſeſs + was cer- 
tainly quite wrong, if the revolution - profeſſion of 
| preſbytety be right. In this profeſſion, there is 
not a word more ; abont-preſbytery having any right 
1 the e in the churches ] io England or 
To d; than there's about the ,Prerentler having 
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2 right to the crown. o of Britain. 1875 


t not only, was there 4 fone” thus put to 
he he of this grave at the. revolution 3 but it 


"000 n 92 e two nations ih 1707, ſeal- 
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- Genndeenintle It is more: immediately and fo. more | 
properly the religion, that is, the profeſſion of æłũ - 
ligion, which was - authoriſ d at the union, than 
that at the revolution, which is fur in the bur- 
geſs oath. It is the religion ESU TI NT author- 
iſede Now i it is the PRESENT. laws, theſe P/RE> - 


tenance af Prelacy in England is expreſiy agre 
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ANCE of Prelacy in England. At the uniòn the 
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5 1 a. 


SENTLY in force which PRESENTLY: autboriſe, 
The Revolution Settlement annulled ever forego- 
ing ſettlement ſo far as inconſiſtent with it, ſo it ãs 
with that at the union as to all. preceeding it: as 
is expreſly declared in the laſt article of it. inen 

This is well known, that in chis union, the 1 


to by the parliament of Scotland as a, fundamen- 
tal article of the union with England. That par- 
liament, the members of which ſwore in 1649, to 
endeavour the EXT IK AT ION of Prelacy out of 


England, andthe maintaining What re formation 


had been attained: there; that Parliament, I. ſay, 
ſolemnly confented ; in 17e, to the MAINTAIN- 


Scotch parliament ended; then it died. David 
when dying, left it in charge upon Solomon, to 


build ab Lord's houſe*.: But that parliament died 


wich a charge to Scotland, not to build ity atleaſt in 
England. Many of pur Scotch Worthies died un- 
der prelatic-· fury, died at ſtakes, upon gibbets, teſ- 
tifying againſt Prelacy: hut that parliament died 


with a folemn -canſent to it. A judge of Iſrael 


ſaid, Let me die. His death reached che idolatry 


in Paleſtine a heavy biqw. The Scotch parliament : 


ſaid at the union, Let me die 125 And then they 


gave their ſanction to Pretagy ig England, Yea, 


** the artielke af thr (10G; hear, e Ps, A 
1 one * * Chron, xxhid. 20. + Jus, Avi. 30. ; ' 4 
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er under a tribute to Prelacy for all cimel com 
ehe ſhwü d hence forth be admitted to 

de ener of parliament are dona by ſolemn 
_ Bath to mistutn Prelacy in Tris that 
| rment <confented —— add impoſed upon 
72 Scotland. A burthen neither our fathers, not-we 
re uble to bear. Thus our Scotch parliament 
Bied : thus Prelacy lives Outs 6\P Was: 8 ot the 
Kone herein ſealed? 
Is hat the NA ren PROPESS tox, Ade pro- | 
feſfion PRESENTLY {&U THOR {S8D by bn gan a- 
ute and perßdbious S nnn ee ee 
In this prefeſſion, all chat ithe chürdh did for 
19 war Weng ur of Chriſt; yea all' that Chriſt did for 
mie intereſt of the churdbe id laſt reforming period, 
5 Paſfes for nothing. There is in this profeſſion 
o ſayiag, The Lord Heth, who wrought that 
deliverance for his church, and reformation in her 
betwixt 1638 arid 165. It is reckoned ſufficient, 
if it is faid, The Lord lUiveth, who brought his 
work to that length (it was come in 1592. 
But how will this anfwer to Jer. xxiii. 7, 8. Tür 
ti Hay s cone, ſaith the Lord, that they ſhall no more ſay, 
(2-7 The Lord liveth, ' which bruight'up —— ot of 
tte lun Egypt. But they bull ſay, the Lord liuath, 
1 bich e and which led the feel of. the i houſe 
of Ifratl-out of "the north country, and from allthe 
countries whether Thad driven them. Here it ap- 
rs, that our National Profeſſion is AN TIScRIY- 
TURAL, 8 much ſcripture, and however 
many god things are in it. There. is not inlita 
Yay Sink, The Lord#retly,” . 
5 182 land of the NoRTH; though it 5 be pled, 
There ia faying, "Phe Lord Hoe ieh brought 
if uf us up out of Egypt, 1 N own that it ſome 
G8 n nnen way 
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their heart a profe ſſibu herein the ety; ſame work 
is buricd. Why flee from an anti-Heformation- 


AM 
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that reformation _in 3 


** but as enpreſſy dony: 
that it ſays, The Lord Iideth, which. 2 tor 
that re forwatlon betwixt vnd 6 


No, theſe in Nehemiab's day, lived im a pe- 
riod too far advanced to profeſt the brimgiag 


oK. 
rael from Egypt, without proſeſſing alſo tle hring · 
ing that people from che land of che forth. Ic 

might have fvited[thoſe in hfeſes day, hut notboſe 
of Nehemiali's.  'Thofe who lived in the reign of: 
James the fixth might: reſt ſore way« in the pro- 
feffion made of religion in 15923 dut t hoſe in the 
reign of king George the third are coms nearer tlie; 


period/whenithe Harp of God iſhal be finiſhed) 


than that they may from thence take the meaſurss 
of cer prese Vet this is the very prof ſſion 


which the ſwearer of the foreſaid voligh 1 pw 
ſo ſoletatfly enn, he 8 and 


bis heart. 


which the burghers have ſet themſelves to defend. 
How ſtrong, how ſhocking à contraſt does their! 
appearance make They profeſs to teſtiſy agaĩnſt 


loss ak | 
This 1s the object; Aut curtbinds e | 


* 


the eſtabliſned church, and to he in a ſtateſ of fe- © 


ceffion from her on aceount of her defection from 
our covenanted re formation. Tet they themſelves 


approve of a profeſſion of religion which quite o- 


verlooks that reformaion! Strange l. leave! '@ - 


church for not adhering to: that work, andi at the: 


ſame time deelare —— oath chat they allow with 


church, and cleave roa 4tith toformation pro- 
felion "ig N a 53! 1'T035:8a5 * 2 T1 


They ay, they have Gcaded? from: the aatiobab 4 


church, becauſe the has dropt re formation prin- 
cipiey 
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eiples, uhd they have ſeparated from the allvriats, 
ſynod that they may maintain an anti reformation, 
profeſſion, viz. the profeſſion authorized by law. 
Thus they put one in mind of Jehu, who in his 
fition to Baal ſeem'd a reformer; but ſtill in 
his owt ſyſtem was an idolater. The burghers ap- 
pear zealous in their oppoſition to à corrupt 
church; but in their own profeſſion are apoſtates. 
The charge. is evidently heavy, and by 21. 
reflection it will be found to be certainly juſt. 
They are in a ſtate of ſeceſſion from the nation - 
al church, and in a ſtate of ſeparation from the 
aſſociate ſynod, as already ſaid. How did: they ſet. 
their ſeparation on foot ? It was by proteſting a- 
gainſt a ſentence of Synod, forbidding. and diſ. 
charging -ſeceders to ſwear the religious clauſe of 
ſome burgeſs oaths. The clauſe has been already 
repeated: Hereupon they ſeparated from the y- 
nod: and ſtrenuouſly vindicate that ſwearing; 
bwbich che ſynod has condemned, Nom we have 
proven that the national profeſſion is ſworn to in 
| that clauſe: as alſo that profeſſion is an lte 
one. Muſt they not then be apoſtates ? . 
* They have ſet themſelves in particular to vig· 
1% dicate and maintain that ſwearing. They had no 
other quarrel with the ſyuod beſides. the. condem- 
nmniag that oath. They not only vindicate that oath. 
Ww - among other things: but they are ſet for ſo doing, 
. in partirular. Seceders not only hold the chriſtian, 
1 people's right to chooſe their own paſtors, 1 
= other. principles, but it is one of their charactexiſ- 
1 tical principles in paxticblar. Well, ſo it is as to 
we burghers and this oath.. Their Synod, Pref. 
1K bytries, c. are all to THiS OATH, as the prieſts 


of Heben n were to the ** ae, of 7 it : 
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Ts faid, That they 
Will they the 
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elves not own, that in diftfi 


are the ſynod of the Seceſſion Cc. well, as to the 


ſynod they proteſted againſt and: ſeparated from 
they are the Bux c HER ſynod, or ſynod of the 
Burgeſs Oath; Their diſtinguiſhed, (or characte- 
riſtical) principle is, the lawfulneſs of. the burgeſs 
oath. To this they have dedicated an offering 
which the price of the creation could not purchaſe, 


even Goſpel Ordinances. Thus is that awful oath 


honoured. _ 


Let it be remembred and carefully confidered, 


That che DISTINGUISHING N of any ſo- 
ciety is that in behalf and ſupport of which all goſ- 


pel ordinances are diſpenſed by and among that ſo : 


T bis is glaringly evideat—ls not all the admi- _ 


nitration, of ordinances in the church of Rome in 


ſupport of Popery, the diſtioguiſhiog principle of 


that ſociety ? Is not their preaching ſo ? Is it not 


ſo when they preach the divinity of Chriſt as really 
as when they hold forth the infallibility of his pre- 


tended vicar ? Is the Popiſh prieſt become a Pro- 
teſtant when he teaches the doctrine of the Trini- 


ty; The fame is the caſe with reſpect to the church 


of England, &c &c. And it muſt be fo with re- 
gard to every ſociety, and its diſtinguiſhing princi- 


ple. The conſequence of all this is, that all the 
adminiſtration of goſpel 'ordinances among the 
Burghers is in ſupport of the burgeſs oath. Strange 


ſingular miniſtry"! Their public worſhip has this, 
among other things, inſcribed upon it, The law- 
fulneſ; 
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of the Burgeſs Oath. Paul tells that as he 
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85 obſerving the devotions of the Atkenians,' he 
found an altar with this inſcription, To the un- 
TROL, GoD. In many places now an altar is to 
be 8 with chis inſeription, For the Burgefs 
Gat | 

It was ſaid, that the 4iſtinguiſhing principle of 
aà ſociety is a matter vaſtly important. This is alſo 
undeniable. 1s not the inſcription which a ſoeiety 
writes upon the worſhip they blickly give unte 
God a matter weighty ? Is not Poper 1 held ſacred 
at Rome ? Is not Prelacy confidired in the ſame 
light in the church of England? 

There is indeed ſomething very odd and as TY | 
furd told us of the Burghers concerning them and 
their inſcription, It is told us by theſe of their 
own ſociety, that they ALLO w, they ANT a 
LICENCE to perſons to think of the Burgeſs Oath, 
as they pleaſe. Mr Brown in his forefaid hiſtory, 
P. 68. ſays, © The Burghers aBHoR making either 
* the approbation or condemnation of that claufe 
„(of the burgeſs oath,) a direct or indire&t term 
doof church fellgwſhip with them: him that is 
os MEAL, or different From them in his faith about 


7 


E 9 it for himſelf“ 

The Burghers abhorrence is a "WEN ſort of i it, 
Did ever any other ſociety abhor after this kind, 
Did ever the Papiſts abhor the conſidering a join. 
ing with them as an approbation of Popery ? Dill 
ever the Proteſtants abhor ſo as to perſons joinin 
them ? 2 they ever ſay, We abhor the lookin 
upo 


/ 
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upon perſons doing ſo. as to any ap robation of che 

proteſtant cauſe, Yet, thus the, Burghers abhor 

as'ta the burgeſs oath. It would ſeem from this 

heart frame concerning it, that they have no no 
x heart love to it, whatever necell they may be un- 
der of being advacates for it. They profels to be 
t Seceders as well as Burghers. May they: not ſays 
0 « We abhor a joining us being viewed as = 

y _ © approbation of the Seceſſion - Not only 
they ſo ahhor, but“ chey CHEERFULLY admit 
xe 


© ever} to the-miniſtry” theſe who are different 
from them in their faith about that oath, They 
admit theſe who in their judgment condemn that 


b. oath z ſo join in the Synod's.. ſenteace concerning 
7d i ie; and condemn the Burghers proteſting: againſt 
ir that ſentence. Why admit ſuch men to the mini- 


2 | firy and refuſe the Synod's ſentence.? Strange mi- 
th, | vikey! a miniſtry that- approves and a miniſtry 
rys that condemns a part of the very inſcription, they 
aer have wrote upon all the public worſhip they per- 
ite form, As os: eaking on the burgher cauſe juſt 
om. ly obſerves, . Jere is abſurdity peeping over th 
it head of a —.— What ſort of miniſtry mu 
out. theſe among them be, who diſapprave that. oath ? 
wi- and pofiibly Mr Brown is one of them. Their 
veys people are engaged and engaging in that oath, yet 
m_—_ miniſters give no teſtimony or warning 111 
| Can they be reckoned honeſt miniſters bg * 
bur- a men? 

From what has been ſaid, we may venture 0 
8 infer, that the Burghers ſhall, have no more com- 
of it. fort in that oath than the men of Shechem had ia 
1 Abimelech. I do not wiſh. they may be F 
Ik ed by it. Happy would it be wore Gn brought 
11 to right exercile about it. 
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Allow that oath refers to our covenanted re- 


formation. Allow it to be meant of our holy re- 


ligion, in doctrine, worſhip, diſcipline, and ehurch- 


government as ſet forth in our ſtaudards in the moſt 


zealous, faithful witneſſing PROERSSTON thereof: 
yet there are weighty objections againſt taking it. 
For what end is this oath required and taken ? 
Is it not to admit perſons unto, and allow them in 
the uſe of their natural right ? Is it not about en - 


Jovying what they have a right to as MEN ? The 


ſwearing this oath in the ſeveral elauſes of it and 
the religious one among the reſt, is, that they may 
be Merchants, Weavers, &c. They muſt make a 


_ Faitbfully witneffing profeſſion of feligion and ſo- 


lemnly ſwear it in order to enter a ſhop in the free 


uſe of it. Is not the exerciſe of our natural right 


hereby made to depend upon Chriſtian qualifica- 
tions? It is to no purpoſe to ſzy, This is only the 
caſe as to certain Burghs. It will little avail a man 
who can have no benefit by his buſineſs in the coun- 
try, or other towns where this oath is not required, 
that he is not there obliged to take this oath. -—- 
Moreover, if it is lawful ſo to regulate the ſhops 
of ſomè Burghs, why do not do ſo with all the 
Burghs, Citics, Towns, and Villages in Scotland ? 
Nay, why not require every Store-maſter, Far- 
mer, Shepherd, Ploughman, Oc. in the country 
to ſwear it alſo ? If it be duty ſo to make the Wea 


ver ſwear, it muſt be neceſſary to call the Plough» 


lowed to put his hand to a plough. 


* LJ 


This oath makes the door of admiſſion to a 


man to make oath in like manner before he be al- 


Tradeſman's ſhop the ſame with that to the com- 


munion table As to the former, faith in and o- 
bedlence to Chriſt in a very extenſive and ſolemn 
manner muſt be profeſſed, What more can be re- 
RT *V quired 


a right to require more as to this table; than the 


WES. 
quired with regard to the latter ? Has the minjſter 


magiſtrate has as to a Taylor's ſhop ? ſurely the 
Burgher's muſt on that domiaion is founded in 


grace, when they juſtify one's being required = 


— 


[wear in che above manner in order to be allowed 
to parſue his private worldly buſineſs |! Rs 


— 


But this is not all. By requiring ſuch. an oath. : 


about enjoying ones natural right, a foundation 
is laid for perſecution. I do not mean that this is 
intended by the impoſer, or is attended unto by 
the ſwcar ess. ae 


But, I ſay, The thing itſelf contains a_perſes | 


cuting principle, and natively leads to a like cruel 
practice. According to this meaſure, if a man has 


not liberty in his own conſcience for taking this 


oath, the conſequence is, he muſt drop his buſi - 


neſs, and loſe the uſe of his natural right. Is not this 


perſecution, The Smith | muſt be laid .afide from 
his trade. The Wright, &e. &c. - They are not 
allowed to work; and by this means are effectual - 


ly forbidden to eat. Perſecutiag meaſure ! There 
is a divine wo denounced againſt the city.cſtabtiſhe 


ed by blood; what muſt then be thought of the 
bloody principle. E 


Further, according to this way of going to- work, 


no perſon may be allowed to purſue his buſineſs, 
unleſs. he be fit to be admitted to [wear. this religi- 


28 
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on. If he is not qualified for ſwearing, certainly 8 


he ſhould not be admitted to ſwear. Thus all wo 
have not ſome competent degree of the knowledge 
of this religion muſt be refuſed, liberty to follow 

their trades till they have acquired this kagwledge. 


The abſurdity hereof needs not be laid open. 


Again, All theſe, who after-ſwearing this oath, 


are found guilty of ſcandals, ob impictics, of groſs 


— 


( 
ihamovalitice, theſs I fay ought to have their Skop» 


| breakjirg chat oath by which they hold their right 
te theſe Op hen the Merchars,. the Fradefs 


Ras got drunk, &c. Ke. his Shop, I ſay, ſhou'd bei 


breaking his oath by. thele or other evils. This 

. will be thought a ſtrange confequeuce, /but-whoes 
ver examines the 1 ed with Judgarent's will find | it 
native. 


lomon in his building the temple; how can it an- 
ſwer unto the will of the antitypical Solomon, the 
_ glorious builder of the church? Solomon not'on+ 
ly allowed perſons to purſue their lawful buficeſs 
in jeruſalem without requiring them to ſwear to 


ſent to *Fyre for "Tradeſmenj. Tea, the mau who 
did all tie gold, filver, and brafs work about the 


temple was a Tyrian. Solomon did not bring in- 
to Jerufalem this Tradeſman where he was to have 
the Ci 
buſineſs,) by making him ſwear to the religion 


conduct is condemned. For if thisfwearing is du- 
ty, his negleQing/it was ſin. In fine, This ſwears 
ing tends greatly to promote ignorant, and fo pro- 
phane ſwearing. The Burghers caveighiog againſt 


: 
r 
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ledge many are admitted to join in that work who 
are not duly acquainted with what is ſworg, Have 
| they not more reaſon to enveigh againſt thoſe- who , 
promote burgher: ſwearing? 1s there. not more 
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ſhut up, until he has given fatisfaction for his 


the true religion. But for buildiag tl temple he 


s buſineſs in his way, (moſt diſtinguiſhed 
God had eſtabliſhed in Canaan. I ſay, Solomon's 


thoſe who are carrying on covenantiag-work, al- 


doors lotked till they give fatis factiom for thair | 


mu Has taken the name of God in vaimz when he 


This kind of . condemns the typical Sa | 
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ground to alledge many ſwear che 1 back 
who know as little about it a8:covenanters: do a. 
bout thie bond ? Is there leſs reaſon to dread the 


council houſe of ignorant ſmearing. than the 


church. One would be ready to think that per- 
ſons would run more upon an oathi upon which 
their bulineſs depended, than upon one from which 


no worldly 87 in was to be expected. How ready ave 
perſons to ſwear for gain. 


Per beſe are ſome of che objectians which t5 agnint 
the. {weariog the religious clauſe of ſome burgeſs 
oaths, even ſuppoſing the claufe in itſelf wichourt 
fault. They do in my opinion, prove che Synod's 
Ne to be juſt. A ſentence by which the ſweact 


ing of that clauſe is LEM ND" and declared. * 


finfal. 


The TORS ten juſt; as to buch of the AC 


ſociate Body as oppoted, cenſure Was NECRSSA8 N. 
The Burghers themſelves confeſs fo much. Is the 


ninth #eaſon of:their-protcſt againſt that ſentence, 


they ſay, (But for the Synod to have pailed a ſens 


i tence which neceffarily obliges them according 


et to the rules of diſcipline to cenſure their brethren.” 
Thus they confeſs that the; Synod was @BLIGED, 
NECESSARILY obliged, and that by. the rules of 


diſcipline, to cenſure tibemnmmñ 
Why ſhould they ren ery⸗ ont of 


being excommunicated ? A confeſſion made with 
all the-ſolemaity of a proteſt. Did the thief com- 

plain of being crucified, who owned his ſentence 
was juſt? —Hccording to their own acknowledge 


ment, the beats would not have acted according 
to the rules of 


as 


— 
- 


church, bad they not bean tens 
3 tha! loudly complain of * > 
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nod for cenſuring them. And herein they: fot 
forth excommibnication,” not in an awful N tre- 
mendous, but in a ſhocking and hatefublight: tel- 
ling the world, that the Synod has delivered them 
to Satan; Artkuliy concealing the true ſcriptural 
account of that divine ordinance. Hereby they 
have cauſed the ordinance itſelf to be hated, in- 
ſtead of being reverenced. 

However awful excommanicarion ls, the Burghers 
confeſſed, nay, they proteſted that the Synod was 
abſolutely ſhut up to it; being 0BLIGED, NECE $- 
$SARILY obliged, obliged by the rules of diſcipline 
ſo to cenfure them. If the Burghers miſtook in 
ſo faying, their-proteſt which they took agaiaſt the 
ſentence is built upon a miſtake. _ 

Here one may cafily diſcover the unwarrantable- | 
neſs of their conſtitution. The very thing they 
ſtand upon in oppolition to the Synod. is, that the 
ſentence they proteſted againſt ſhall not be a term 
of miniſterial or Chriſtian communion. Now in 
their proteſt they aſfert, they plead that that ſen- 


— 


| tence obliges the Synod to cenſure. What is this 


but making it a term of commnnion? In their pro- 
teſt they ſay, 1T MUST BE, In their conſtitution . 
they fay, IT $HALL NOT. BE. Strange conſtitu- 
tion ! A church conſtitution ſetiled upon. or ro- | 
SITION TO CHURCH ORDER. | 
It is a conſtĩtution contrary to. * own. pro- 
teſt, and their proteſt is as much againſt their own 
conſtitution as it is againſt the Synod's ſentence. 
I ſay, the Burghers are ſtandin re a proteſt a- 
gainft their own conſtitution They have a proteſt, 
and inftruments taken upon it;-recorded in the re- 
giſter, BEAaRINGS— What? bearing that the 
ſentence of Synod concerning the religious cliuſe 
of lome — oarhs, necc flarily obliges the — 1 : 

nod 


e 


ne 


| nor Y of Chriſtin communion; U 


his own ſentence, The Burghers have a protęſt a a 
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nod . 
fend tliat fwWenving. Phase, I ſay; 'they N 
in. 1746 I thei ſition to . 
1747. op declared, affirmod that — 
tence” of Syd ma not be a:ferm-of niinifterialyi. i 
cls ned enn * 
in oppoſition te 1 E is their! n 
tution. appeab it t the ſeuſſble and / u - 
prejudiced}; ——ů—ů $0 m0 — 
conſtitution. een 
ſtirution agree- . 5 rn El 

I ould' nor be dwogkt 10 ch e bens vlthrithe _—_— 
cat Pare e ed Dot how mei bikes of 
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gdinſt their on ednſituon Þ Nb wonder though = 
they firike our againſt the author ofthe Synod 
ow 1 they' adbere to a · proteſt! apaialicchitls owns 
conti No wonder, dete aher tothe 
coffin of Jeſur deny thefr authority gem 
themſelves have Nod! again id Bur the 
one thing very Ry4 among that! ſoeidty/ Ine 
people in that party, own the conſtitution? 
Syned ; the miniſters" in it are ſanding une a 
proteſt againſt ie! Mr. Brown in his qu Hex v 
the Sceſſien; tells us as to the- Setedeng habe. 47 
Fhat te to have a miniſter without u eſtabied“, 
church, and à people witbiw it} they roulh not | 
compreBend: 2. Equally-difitslt wilt id be tdi ο ? 
pretend midi proteftiry agulimfteweeôuftaütten? 
and a people approving it. Hereld the miner, 


are againſt the progey ad#tli'poopte"agaiaRanhe 28 


miniſters: 4 „ 3 73 227 270139 eren 
But this Howeter wol ieee W wN 1 
ſter among them is 2 gain haecher: Aud Riga? | 
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inſtanres! I vould not wiſh herein to expoſe them 
td deriſioñ. Butas ſuch confuting one another and 
themſelves tends greatly to confirm the truth, it is 
lawful; it is neceſſary to take notice of it. I ſhall 
herein only mention two of them, who are proba- 
bly teckoned principal writers on that fide, viz. 
Meffrs. Ralph Erſkine and John Brown. 
Phe deceaſed Mr. Erſkine in his pamphlet entit- 
tied; The lawfulneſs of the religious clauſe of ſome 
burgeſs. oaths aſſerted, page 3, 4+ ſays, It is to 
« be lamented that ever this ground of perplexity 
| e that clauſe) was given to the Lord's 
61. pt jatrodueing this queſtion into dhe judi- 
b anke and much more by bringing it into the, 
Avery one muſt ſee Mr. Erſkine oppoſing him - 
ſelf to the Aſſembly of the church of Scotland in 
their act, 28th July 1648, wherein they forbid 
the ſwearing; an oath About religion, without che 
advice of the church. If the religious clauſe ſhould. 
not have entered either judicature or pulpit, the 
- church Abould- not have given advice about ſuch 
„But who will reconcile this author with himſelf, 
He, inihis publication called, Fancy no Faith, p. 
39 35s fays, It was the duty of miniſters, when 
is debate-came among them about the burgeſs | 
e oath, according to Jer. xv. 19. to take forth the 
it precious from the vile. They ſhould take forth 
1 that precious elauſe of ſome old burgeſs oaths 
A ſrom among the number of vile oaths, and ſhew 
echo it centaies in it a folemn promiſe to main- 
40 tain that precious, treaſure, the true religion. 
heir neglefting to do ſo, may well be thought 
Eu have provoked the Lord to leave them not to 
c 
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underſtatid what they read. 
mented? This author hat in effect d 


formally. 


by Burghers ? and what is 'this leſs than Kos 
the maintaining and - recommending that oath 
term of miniſterial communion. - Mg. Brown's hiſ- 


Muſt not that be a vile clauſe about xeligio 


Sy 


"Hire his „ 18 epidebr 10 n ce 


How could miniſters 
ceafe tobe the Lords, by not pleading for that dat, 
if its entering jadicatures or pulpits ſhould be la- 
epoſed à num 
ber of the Burgher miniſters, however much he 
Ras complained of the Synod for depoſing ſuch 
Mr. Brown tells us in his hiſtory, p-. 68, 
That the Burghers admit cheerfully ſuch to the 


miniſtry as er from them in their faith a- 


bout the oath. Theſe if they have any ſpark of 
common honeſty, will not recommend that oath. 
May it not well be thought that theſe are not the 
Lord's mouth, - according: to Mr. Erſkine. ' This 
author here makes the durgeſs oath a term of 
miniſterial communion, What does his ſayings 
Their (meaning the members of ſynod) neglect- 
ing to do ſo may well be thought, Sc.“ c 
we not think the ſame thing as to the ſame neglect 


tory ſays they do not in fact, make it ſuch a term. 


But Mr. Erſkine's Fancy. no Faith, ſays that they 


ſhould make it ſuch in point of right. 
According t 
a vile, a moſt vile clauſe.” It is a clauſe about reli- 


gion. Tet be ſays in his lawfulneſs, Ge. page 4. 


that the bringing that clauſe into judicatures, and 
pulpits, not only ought-to be lamented; but alſo, 
that it © natively diverts (the Lord's people) from 
«08 ſpiritual exercife- about things that belong to 
% them; to things which they cannot underſtand.“ 
n Which 

mould make us mourn gn hs of 1 its Ae [1 
E A $4294. e If 
pd | | 


to our author, his precious aucb 0 | | ; 5 


} 
* 
— — 
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er 


| _ «bunt. ſeems: to he yeh like che abo daten 
of deſolation, ſpoken of by Daniel, dag in the 
temple. Muſt it got he a vile clauſe about veligi - 
on when the b ringing 4x — pulpit natively di- 
vers the Lord's pepple from $4230 exerciſe a- 
bout things belonging to REM it js not vile it 
ſelf, how comes it to have ſoygry bad effects and to 
have Aham r It theſe we the effe eka, dom 7 
bad is the cauſe '? oF; 
If it turns the 3 away from . 
belonging te aher hee vrr. ear at, #bey ſhould 
not. 
Af it matively carries them into things they cans 
mat: undarfiecd, . it eertginly is ha. wer cannot 
| Wear. 5 * 

In ſame page, he ſays, 1 People might 3 
et more ſuitably exerciſed, if they had r ern, 
nor heard any thing out it.“ 

What ! is it hurtful to ſuitable exerciſe to know, 

hear of that clauſe our apthor celebrates in his 
| ancy c. as a "pra clauſe, containing a pre- 
cious treaſure ! Hurtful to ſuch excerciſe to know 
or hear of what miniſters under the pain of for- 
feiting their miniſtry are to recommend! Hurtful 
to ſuch exereiſe to hear of what miniſters are under 
uch. a neceſſity to ſpeak of Hurtful to hear what 
it is lawful to perſons to ſwear | He alſo ſays, Fancy - 
no Faith, page 35. No man can lawfully [wear 
s either to his own, or any others profeffian.” He 
grants in his lawfulneſs, ce. that by ſwearing his 
Precious clauſe, 4 One obliges himſelf to maintain 
d what is commendable in the nation relating to 
rc the true religion, namely, the national profeſſion 
e there, and the nat iamal laws authoriſing ii.. 
Does not Mr. Erſk ine here aſſert the Unfulneſs 
of that oath he would defend. He has here 12 
Ke; a N _ ns - 
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fied. the ſentence-againſt which be proteſted in this. 
5 2 ly that he has declared the diſpute: 
eig oo oo ior ET IA ̃²7§9§ũ it i. 
No man, ſays he, can lawfully ſwear to bis own, _ 
or any profeſſion : yet he confeſſes that the burgels 
oath binds the ſweares to the profeſſran which the - 
nation makes; and allo to the national Jaws autho- 
rifing that profeſſion. Here is an inſtance-of the 
Burghers confuting one another and theniſclveg, 
Mr. Erſkine's confuting himſelf is here evident; 

And he likewiſe confutes the Burghers. Mr. 

5 Brown's hiſtory ſays, page 58. that the Burghe 
contend that .** the human and faulty manner of 
profeſſing it (the true religion) is not ſworn to.” 
According to Mr. Erfkine's account of that path 
no man can know what to make of it. If the Bur. 
ghers treat of it fromthe pulpit, as he has done from 
the preſs, people will not underſtand it, for it is ' 
not intelligible. At the ſame time when he would 
prove the law fulneſs of that oath he evideatly gran ts 
that no man whither Seceder or not, SEAS» f 
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It is affecting to find one plunging ſo deepg-. 
into the, mire of inconſiſtency with and contradice 
tion to himſelf who bad. deſervedly been in ſuch * 
ęſtzem inf h oo TE Eine. 
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"8 The other writer I mentioned is Mr. Brown. He. | 
Js no leſs full of inconfiſtency with himſelf, and 
e oppoſition to the Burghers in his foreſaĩid hiſtory, 
8 page 6. he ſays, Our covenantipg anceſtors wers 
a ) 'was with 
0 « apoſtolic approbation probably practiſed in the 
* cc . e e boldly aſſerts 

I page 68. chat * it was nat recommended ps a Wen 

« preſent duty by Chriſt or his apoſtles, during 
the. more than forty years of their taps" : 


% convinced that it (public e 


* \ 


ta) 


if nethae Chriſt nor "his 4 apoſtles 10 recommended, 
how tame the Macedonia to have the approba- 
tion he ſpeaks of ?.. The. apoſtles, were very myth 
to blame if they approved a Practice which brit 
did not enjoin. 
Page 7. He grants them ſeafons of covenanting 
which the ſcripture ſpecifies for that work. —-* Af. 
* ter ſignal deliverances ;—amidſt threatnings of 
« fore trials and heavy judgments ;—or when ear- 
t neſtly endeavouring to withſtand or reform ſome 
a fignal corruptians.” But when giving their rea- 
ſons why they have dropt that work they had bee 
gun, he lays, page 68. Knowing that it is better 
* not to vow than to do it ignorantly, or without 
" paying of vows by a diſtinguiſhed holy converſa- 
&« tion.” Is not this equally a reaſon againſt that 
Work af any time. According to this argument 
covenanting never was, never will be ſeaſonable. 
But is not this reaſon as much againſt ſwearing 
the burgeſs oath at this time as the oath of our ca- 
venants? 
His ſecond reaſon is expreſſed _ thus, C Fearing 
| © the preſent broken and divided ſtate of the god- 
e ly, and of ſo remarkable a reſtraint of ſpiritual 
© influences may not altogether be ſo proper for 
ec it. Are not the dividings among the Lord's peo- 
ple, and the reſtraint of the ſpirit whar threaten us 
with further judgments? Are not thoſe very things, 
he mentions, threatning ſigns ? Well, he grants, 
the Burghers grant, as above, a rand time 
ſhould be a covenanting time. H re Mr Brown, 
here the Burghers are guilty of ſelf contradiftion, 
Tue third reaſon is given in the's words, Fin- 
ding, that beſides ſome. few inadvertent expref- 
cc ſi ons, the Confeflion of Sins, publiſhed in 1744, 
and now uſed by their Anti — * 
: is 
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& js ſuch, as they could not hope to make the twen- 


< tieth part of their hearers underſtand ; and being 


tt exceedingly ſtumbled at the manner in which this 
« work is managed. by their brethren, they have 
et hitherto been afraid to proceed therein. 
One is ſcarcely able to believe this Burgher's hiſ-, 
tory of the Burghers in what he here ſays. Can 
we ſuppoſe a fociety, wherein are men of ſenſe, 
men of learning, capable of offering ſuch an unrea- 
ſonable reaſon. - What is the amount of it? Juſt 
this, The work is not properly gone about by theſe: 
called Anti-burghers, therefore it ſhould not be 
put hand to by the Burghers. Will not that par- 
ty own that preaching work is very improperiy 
managed by many? Why not drop that alſo? _ - 

He ſayeg the Burghers are © exceedingly ſtum- 
* bled at the manner in which covenanting is ma- 
« naged by their brethren.” If it be ſo, they have 
% reaſon alfo to be exceedingly diſpleaſed with them · 


ſelves. Many of them covenanted in the very ſame 


manner at Stirling and elſewbere. This, if ſtum- 
bling, was a public offence, and ought to have 


been publicly confeſſed, which none of them e- "ft 


ver did. The moſt of theſe covenanters are now 
hid in their graves. According to this hiſtorian t 


died concealing that iniquity which they ſhould have 


confelled. They joined in that work in the ſame 
manner for their own part, and in an act appoint- 


ing the ſame work to be proceeded unto in the ſame 


manner in their ſeveral congregations. Yet they 
are exceedingly tumbled, flumbled at- What? 
their on example being followed, and their own 
act being obeyed ! May we not ſay, They have 
Ruinbled and Millen? ß TR 
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Ns often infiffed;vpon; that many of die Bur- 
MF have gone off the ſtage with minds unſhaken 
out the 15 geſt oath; never ſignifying any change 
of mind vor! it. Mr. Brown lets us ſee "that 
it. is not cally," yea that it is not poffible to Ehow 
their pttvate tHour phrs about publ c matters by their 
dpen. and public delta. For though ſtum- 
— 0 exteedingly ſtumbled at their gun example 
ng followed, and their own: ack being obeyed, 
e never acknowledged, publicly ar leaft, . «nf 
fin of that example, nor reverſed thar act. 
Brown indeed tells us p. 5 copcerning that 5 
relating to N pinhy, that ! hot a few of the 
, ſeceding ſurely he means burgher) miniſters were 
0 bee s ſenſible of the ſinfulneſt of that act.“ 
Not theſe miniſters themſelves, only. Mc: Brown 
declares: this before the world. | 

- Some have been in hazard of ſuſpecting chat par- 

ty of vile diffimulktion Here one. of them repre- 
* ſents nota few of their fociety to the world. as abo - 
minable jugglers. They were ſeuſible of the h-. 
fulneſt of an act of their own : an act about a ſos; 
78 part of tHe Lord's public worſhip and hom. 

e from the church. Wet they conceal'd that 
| 0 iſe from the world, and from the church! This 
writer bas made theſe, in ſome reſpe &, blacker” 1 
than Judas, who, upon conviction confeſſtd. 

" My. Brown confutes the Burghers page 7. He 
owns it a fit ſeafon for covenanting when' earneſtly 
endeavouring a reformation Now the Burghers 
have not for thirty years paſt found it fſeaſonable 
to covenant. Therefore it ſeems, they were not in 
earneſt in oppoſing the corruptions of our time. 
They. do not want that the briargand*thorns ſtoula” 
be pflueked up, however proper it may be lome how 


to point them out, f 
* : : t 


Nm cn already noticed; that this foctery Has 


nr gs nee? nee 
looked. That Work all may Kktiew is dropt by 


N * 
F 6 » 
. _— 
o - *. » > 
* . 


ry ſingular oppofition'made to its conſtitution, even 


its owh pröteſtation. And here it may be noticed; 


that there is in equally retnarkable witneſs u gainſt 
dercn | ovenanting is over - 


them. This is teſtified agaimſt by à witnclling 
temnant of miniſters and people: But a teſtimony 
from this quarter is Tontetnned, There is ano- 
ther teſtimony againſt it, Which one would think 
they could not treat with diſdain; namely, à pro- 


teſt taken by the miniſters of that ſociety againſt 
the fy nod in 1446. In which they Fay, © Wa 
% proteſt, that the Synod, or members thereof, 


© wks have joined in paſſing this oathy. ſhall be 
« chargeabfe with all the diſmal eonſequences which 


© Have or may follow upon the bringing this queſ- 
tion upon the field, and the puſhing it ro ſuch 8 


« tyranhical decifon ; and further we PROTEST 
* (note egrefally,) that we ſhall No wars be li- 
* mited or reſtrained in our practice, by this deei- 


© fion of Synod, from proceeding to renew the 

« bond in our refpeCtive congregations in agrees 
t 4bleneſs to the terms of Minifterial and Chriſtian | 
* commiinion formerly ſtated; and this our 918. 


© SENT and PROTEST® we give in, in our owilt 
© name and in the name of all that ſhall ad here un- 
© us) and thereupon. we take inſtruments.“ 
Here they PROTEST that whatever fhall be the 
conſequences of the Synod's ſentence, their being 
ANY WAX hindered: in their practice, in public 


c6vehatiting ſhall not be one of them, Mr Brown 


tells us that their being reſtrained herein (which is 


evident to all the world,) is owing to that deciſion. 
Has not the ſword which they drew againſt the Sy- 

nod, vis. their forefald 9 entered into their 
1 | | - own 


avec 


— 


U ˙— —— Oo" 


KS 


heart ? It has entered their own conſtitution, and 
here it is found to ſtrike through their own prac- 
tice, Whoever compares in any judicious manner 
Mr Brown's account of the | Burghers, with their 
own proteſt will ſee that he has ſet them up as the 
mark of their own ſhot, May they not Rg, ac- 
cord ig to this hiſtorian's account of them, —ac- 
cording to their notour practice, We diſſented 
& from an act of the aſſociate Synod concerning 
as the ſwearing the religious clauſe of ſome burgeſs 
© oaths to our own wounding; — proteſled a- 
te gainſt it to our own hurt.” _ 

It might be further noticed here, 2s this proteſt 
has been mentioned, that they have not only fal- 
ten from their PROTESTED PRACTICE (accord- 
ingto their phraſeology) but alſo from their Ro-. 
TESTED PRINCIPLES, They proteſt that they 
will act © in agreeableneſs to the terms of miniſte- 
te rial and chriſtian communion formerly ſtated ;” 
that is, before the year 1746. Now was it not 
ſtated by thejaſſcciate body before that tiche, name- 

ly, in the year 1744. That the RENOVATION of 

the national covenant of Scotland and the folemn 
* league and covenant of the three nations in the 

MANNER. now agreed upon and propoſed by the 

preſbytery ſhall be the TERM OF MINISTERIAL 
COMMUNION with this preſbytery; ; and likewiſe 
of CHRISTIAN COMMUNION in the admiſſion of 
people to ſealing ordinances, ſecluding therefrom 
all Oppoſers, Contemners, and Slighters of the ſaid 
Tenovation of our covenants ? 

-Is there any ſuch term of communion either 
n or chriſtian among the Burghers? Our 
hiſtorian tells us, p. 68, 69. that they have found 
that they could ſearce hope to make the twentieth 
ore of their people underſtaud that NS ACRE 
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In this caſe it would be moſt abſurd to make it . 


term of Chriſtian commun ion. 

The Burghers Proteſting againſt the” Synod 
ſentence is very like Jacob's ſons their ſelling Jo- 
ſeph. They intended it for his ruin, but it prov- 
ed a ſtep to his advancement. The foreſaid pro- 
teſt was deſigned for the overthrow of that ſen- 
tence: but how much does it confirm it. That 


ſeatence affirms the ſwearing the foreſaid clauſe to 


be what did not agree to, and conſiſt with an enter- 
ing into the bond for rene wing our ſolemn cove- 
nants, It affirmed that mee two e Could not 
go together. 

The Burghers ſaid with 2 PROTEST, chat ner 
ſhould go together. But in ſpite of their proteſt 
theſe oaths have parted company. Cleaving to the 


| burgeſs oath, they were CONE; to tet 89 the Dot 
| of ourcovenants. 


Page 57, 58, giving an account -6f his ohery's 


arguments in favour of ſwearing foreſaid clauſe; 


he mentions in the firſt place, 'Their contending 
«© that it was the true, the divine religion, pro- 
© fefled and anthorized in Scotland, itſelf, aud 
* not the human and faulty manner of profeſſing ' 
«and ſettling it, that was ſworn.” This it would 
ſeem, is their main argument. It will afterwards 
appear whether it be a ſtrong one alſo. The proof 
of what they here aſſert, Mr Brown gives us in 
theſe words, „The words of the oath not being, 
«as preſently profeſſed and authorized, but words 
« of a very different import.” Here is their great - 
ſtrength : : the fate of their cauſe turns upon this. 


Let it be examined with care. They lean to this, 


„The words of the oath are not, — 4s preſent-- 
«Tp profeſſed and authorized,” the little word 48 
is wanting ir in the oath, I cannothelp thinking this 
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wil prove juſt ſuch-a ſtaff to the Burghers 4 Tgypy \ 
was to the Jews *, © A ſtaff of reed.” It is all 
one whether the word 4s be in, or out of the 
Clauſe, The ſweaxer is as much engaged to ths hu; 
man and faulty manner of profeſſing and ſettling 
religion wanting as in his oath as having ir. 
Preſently profeſſed, is of the ſame breadth and 
tength with—As preſently profeilcd.” For proof 
of this, allow me to aſk, are not theſe words, 
Religion preſevily profeſſed, , of the very ſame 
meaning with theſe, Religion wHICEH Is preſent- 
Iy profeſſed ? If any ſay, they ars not, that pers 
Jon cannot be reaſoned with. Religion preſently 
profefled is the very ſame with religion hte 75 pre- 
_ lently profeſſed. But religion which. is preſently 
pofeſſed is the very ſame with, Religion as prev 
1ently profeſſed. Mr Brown himſelf owns this, 
P. 19, ſpeaking of theſe miniſters and Nan 
who ſcrupled: to ſwear the abjuration-oath, a 
at joining in churck commqnion with theſe” wha. 
took it, whom he allo allows to haye been judici- 
ous and godly ; he tells ug that theſe miniſters and 
chriſtians hold, that in faid oath the ſwearer en ; 
gages, That he will to the uttermoſt of his pow- 
«cr maintain the limitation and ſucceſſion of the 
< Britiſh Crown as it is, or w HICH ſtands limited 
< by an Engliſh act.“ . Therefore they. would not 
ſwear it, nor join in church-feliowſhip with theſe wha, 
took it. 1 88 | 3 
They me de it a term of church communion. 
They reckoned a ſwearing to the ſucceſſion of the 
Eritiſh crown which ſtands limited, —and a ſwear- 
ing thereunto As it ſtands limited by foreſaid act ta 
be ſwearing of the ſame import. By a parity 


oft 


f. 


(5 9 

of reaſon, will not ſwearing to _ religion- wc 
IS, and, AS 10 i Pro oeffed be the very ſame? 

It may be ſaid, Mr. Brown indeed owns that thee 
miniſters, and Chriftians fo viewed which and at in 
that oath, But does he approve their view s- 
himſelf,- page 20. * To Wie reaſons (ſays ke, of 1 
* which that now named is one) a variety of an- 
5 fwers were publiſhed, but deſtitute of chat can- 
« dour, or clearneſs neceffary 1 to ſatisfy 2 duly ten- 
« der and well informed conſcience, in the awful 
tt and ſolemn point of an oath,” “ - 

Out hiſtorian, then, with thefe mins and 
Chriſtians, makes it all one as to the Britiſh Crown, 
in the abjuration-oath, whether it was fajd as is 
ſtands, or which ſtands limited... 

And muſt it not be all one, whether i it be reli- 
gion which is preſently profeſſed, or as pre ſentiy : 
rofeſſed, in the burgeſs eath? Here then Mr. 

er contradicts the Burghers, Though they 

lean upon the want of as in the claufe, he dares nor, _ 
The. judicious and godly miniſters he ſpeaks and 
approves. of, would not venture upon the abjura- 
tion oath when it had not as, more than when it 
had it. So, I ſay, Mr. Browo dares not lean upon 
the want of as in the burgeſs oath, though it be 
the great ſupport of his brethren; and ſo much 
the more wiſe is be. If any afk, What then does 
he lean to as a proof of its not being the profeſion 
made of religion by the nation which that oath 
binds unto ? I cannot tell. Nay, he has tough 


the ſides of the abjuration oath ſtruck a ny 


blow at the burgeſs oath. According to himſe 


this oath binds equally to the human faulty man- 


ner of profeſſiag religion, as if the words had 
been, religion as pfefently profeffed. By this one 
is put in mind of Ahab condemning himſelf in the 

; {eatence 
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„ 
ſentence be paſſed againſt the prophet, + Compare 
what he ſays about the abjuration oath, page 19, 
20. with what he ſays about the burgeſs oath, page 
87s 5 58. The want of as in the former could not 
tisfy a duly tender and weil informed conſcience, 
ſays he; and will the want of it in the latter do it? 
Areduly tender and well informed conſciences more 
eaſily ſatisfied about the burgeſs oath, than the 
abjuration oath? What a pity, that there are ſo 
many untender and ill informed conſciences, as 
appears from the numbers who are ſatisfied z and 
Mr. Brown tells us that theſe numbers are increaſ. 
ing in the Eaſt, and he might have ſaid, in the 
Weſt of Scotland allo 
Page 55, He ſays, © Through miſtake. and pre- 


« after the breach) ſeem, at leaſt to themſelves, not 
& jncopiiderable.” What! is the ſolemn act of 
ſwearing bot conſiderable ſave through miſtake ?. 
Does he not ſay, that an oath is a ſolemn and aw= 
ful point. Awful and ſolemn are words, though of 
reat ſound, yet of very little meaning, if ſwearin 
is not either © ſolemn worſhip, or awful wickednels. 
No wonder, Mr. Brown negle& covenanting a- 
mong his people, and for his part, when he ac- 
counts ſwearing inconſiderable. 
But how bot to find a profeſſed mailer; 
yea, and a teacher of ſtudents telling in eff- ct. 
. That a number of miniſters once united in a 
7 church-communion, are now divided. The one 
at party defends the ſwearing a lolemn oath iu ſe- 
* veral burghs; the other condemus it. Solemn 
« ſwearing is the matter of difference. No matter 
125 whether that ſwearing be condemned or defend 
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t 1 Kings xx. 40. 7 
1 ed. 


1 fudice, their defences (ſpeaking of the two parties 


the king has ſecured him the 


0 57 . 


g. No matter whether i it be right or wrong.” 
This is the plain meaning of his language. Many 
have lamented the people of that ſociety making it, 
and the prophane world making it, a ſmall-marter : 
but what grief of heart ſhould it cauſe, that this 
Gentleman ſhould vent openly ſuch. very blaſphbe- 
mous ſtuſf! | 
What lectures muſt he have to his people, to his 
ſtudents upon the third commandment! Page 67, 


he ſays, The Burghers believe the confine 


&« of the revolution church not to be Eraſtian.“ But 
though the Burghers believe ſo, Mr. Brown does 
not. He believes that conſtitution is Eraſtian. He 
tells us, page 12. That the Aſſembly in 1690, ac- 
quieſced in the Parliament's Settlement of religion 
without any complaint. Now let it be conſidered, 


that in this Settlement it is expreſly declared, That 
* the 114th act, James the VI. parliament 12th, _ 


« anno 1592 is revived i ia the whole heads thereof, 
« ſave that relating to patronage.” —In which aft, 
ower of appointing 
the time and place of the church holding her aſſem- 
blies. Thus it is with the ſettlement Is church 

ſo fully acquieſced in. If any Jay, Is that ſettle- _ 
ment Eraftian ? The BN Doctor of divinity 

ſays, yes, it is Eraſtian. 
page 76. where he tells us that King William's cal- 
ling the Aſſembly to diſſolve, was an Eraſtian re - 
quirement. But how could it be Eraſtian in his 
Majeſty. to diſſolve theſe. aſſemblies, if his baving 
the power of appointing 1 the time of the church hol- 
ding her afſemblies is not Eraftian ? Does not Mr. 
Brown teach by his language now quored, that the 


conſtitution of the revolution church is Eraflias 
though his B e Brethren 1 not believe him. 


Ars. 


— 


For proof of this, read 


*) 

5 Are not tlie Burgher miniſters, as wat alledgi 
ed, againſt one another; and alfo the ſame mini- 
ſter agaiiiſt himſelf? What a diſmal ſcene of con- 
fuſion and ſelf. contradiction does their writings and. 
pleadings contain! We are told of every man's 
hand againſt Iſhmact; but we hear not of his owh 
hand being engaged in the oppoſition alſo. The 
builders. of Babel not underftanding one anos 


{ . "ther was a token and effect of the Lord's diſplea- 


* ſure with the building. The defenders of the bur. 
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gels oath underſtand not, and ſo confound one an- 
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cher; yea, and the fame writer often e 
"Fimſelf. What meaneth ſuch confuſion and ſelf- 
contradiction? Does it not look equally gloomy in 

new teſtament days, as in theſe ſoon after the 

See: nn... ER 

It is particularly lamentable that people will not 
ſee the very great ſin of that party even wlien it is 
told them by theſe who are leading perſons in it: 

Mr. Brown ſays, page 58. The Burghers grant 

chat „ they had ated a quarrel with the manner 

« jn which the true religion is preſently profcited 

and authoriſed,” And they, he ſays, © Gener- 

« ally. think their religion is the ſame with that of 

& their brethren in the church; but they eſteem 

« their &wn manner of profeſſion and adherence 

to it, to be more ſtrict, and ſo think they ought. 
* to have the countenance of the civil rulers rather 
STINK? CEE TT oo Et oo ut, 
Is this language he affirms the Burghers pro- 
feſſion to be to much better than that of the nati- 
onal church, that ſhe ought to be turned out of 
the civil eſtabliſhment, and the Burghers put into 

it. Why ſhould a Burgher ſwear to a worſe pro- 
fe{Hon than his own ? Why doubt 'the Burghers 


* 


promote a ſwearing to the profeſſion of the eſta- 
bliſhed- 


age 


N 
-/ 


' 
es, yet they wil 
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in that 


_  Noully agaidit 
zn a very folemn! manner upon Korxh and his com- 


—_ 


68 5 
bröfeffon. Though the recovering of 
hes who have erred (which-ſhould be earneſtiy 
prayed for,) take not place; it will be glorifying 
od and rejoicing to the writer, if it ſhall prove 

a ſofa) for warning the g eneration, and eſtabliſhing; 
profeſſors in à contedding earbeſtiy for the faith 


5 dellvered to the ſüipts, even Tovk obliged* 
therein to contend agsinſt By 


\rghers a3 well as - 
thers. But however it may fare with this perfor 


.  mianee, che cauſe it appears fob will de pled, to the 
_ _ awful*cop 


viftion of its oppoſers, and to the rejoic-' 
iog comfort of all its Beüuine friends. Micah. vn. 


10, 11. N Fg 
* 87 IV. Aways had d trong creep te 
Sb 0 in pleadigg the chüfe of truth. And: 
it Has been no fete ſiligular chan ſtrong as to the” 
phone of thit religious clauſe ok ſome burgeſs oaths. 


Many who have no quarrel With the 8 Sy god for 
cbndemning the 3 that clauſe; nay, con- 


demn it alſo, y et oppoſe the Synod with ail their 
ene becaufe tlie fſweärer 2 3 that 


is found fault with' by th e Synod” alſo. 
Tha 85 complaict is ndt, uch an oath is cinflenined ; 


. hut, 'futh er le" are' cenfured The excommunica- 


non of ſome of the Burghier party is the grear, and 


5 th many, the önl 'groun' bf. their oppoſition: 


Pis hot the Beſt time that perſons have raged be- 
cauſe of dffeiplite being exerciſed. Ifrael mur- 
mureg bitterly 1 Mofes aud Aaron, raged fu- 

cken, When diſrigline was iofiited 


y. This diſeiplinne was inflicted in A manßer 
Which one would "think, might have prevented A 


: miduth from bein opened againſt it. Yet it is 


aid, © All the" eongivghtion of Irael murmötel 
— 80 Moſes and Asp faying, To have ce 
e 


* 


| the 2 par 10 K 5 ed. 
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de pee of h Lard,"5 Lake 3 
purged the temple. of 4 Mr bs — 5 
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\On3xc. 1. The burgels gath is a tri vial 
"Many are little Concer in it, ar kno 
ut it: N indifferent gtięr. W 
fo:f about. ſuch — AER 25 wah ier 
cenlu ire of the ch 


Aus w. In the ne ps 1818 prox 
en to be a matter of great Wy and to dra | 
deep, The Burghers indeed, it ig be a matter | 
indifferent. They haye profeficd.that.it.is ſo, Ac- | 
.cordiagly an their prpieſt, ,agaipſt the Synod's de- 
eien n 4746 they fav, They propoſed. to LG 
their people pot to ſwear that oath. 
evident that they view it got as @ moral, 


y. 9th 1 
nice of 3 it 0 | 


wiſe they might not courage the gras 
But what, then 7. {. d 7 a a | 
indifferent, —— 9 y ca ol 
Foundatign for ow je 1 * 
ter indifferent to 0 that; 755 
ures-of truth, 9 riſt 
che ſweater or fender @ 
3 af Perg 65 and a | 
©. Rurch oxgamps, was ung tanie aig 
by our Lord Chriſt, for having gheſerip her 7 
mung ; 0 W he Ring things Fae 7 
-unto dots, 0 ee 3886 . 
2 - cavle thou haſt there _ chat taught 
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* Ire. of Iſrael, to eat things Facrificed Ame Hch 
"67 Repent, or elſe I will come unto thee quickly, * 


alſp, bein  offenfive to man 
| e Th 


has deen condemned b 
 - the caſes are ſimilar. 


. 


( 62 


This eating was in itſelf really indifferent. It was 


an Act of Synod;* Well, Chrift has 
parrel with this chasch becauſe ſhe” had -fuch 
in er communion. He calls her to repent. What 


did all this mean? Did ir not ſay, that ſhe was tg 
rid herſelf of theſe? that ſhe thould caſt them outs | 
that is agg them? 


Juſt ſo here, the foreſaid ſwearing i is ſuppoſes ta 
be a thing indifferent, and it really is offenſive, and 
aw Act of Synod, Thus 


caſt out theſe ſwearers c or defenders of that ſwearin 


It had been a matter of Chriſt's quarrel with them. 
His language would haye been, 1 have ſomewhat 2 
| gainſt thee becauſe thou haft theſe perſons in com- 
Fr 

munion with thee. Repent ; or elſe I will come to 


thee quickly. Thus one. may ſee that the obje&tion 
is of no force. 

Op. 2. Theſe etcotgonicared: were good 
men and great miniſters; who had been highly e- 
feemed in the church. How daring to cenſure. 
the in ſuch a manner! 193 
| vs w. The apoſtle Paul ſays, « Though we, or 


of the apoſtles been found 


from heaven. Had any 


obſtinate offenders they would have merited the 


church. _ Accordin FR we 


*Higheſt cenſure of the 


" find Paul n viihanding Peter, a faith . 
1 Ren, ii. u, 15. ; tx Cor. her „ Y a8 xr ab, 29. 


— 


| ow ſurely Chriſt'will have 
the like ſay in the like caſe. Had the Synod not 


e an angel from heaven preach any other 38 
* let him be accurſed :” an apoſtle, or even an angel 


profeſſors of religion, 


\. 


— 


— 


6 3 3 


fully rebukiog him. 4 He withſtsod him to a 77 
face and addi fled bim 4 before. all,” that is; he 


rebuked him ublicly, . Here one apoſtle. rebuked 
another. Paul knew Peter to 
10 haye been an eminently ſucceſsfpl miniſter, 


| Thouſandy had been benefited by his miviſtry. Pail | 
knew that he was delivered from the curſe of the 

covenant of works, hut at the ſame time codfider- | 
ed him as ſubject ta the diſcipline of the cqvenant A 
of grace. Did Peter's holineſs ſuffer, or was his 


iniſterial uſe ſulneſs ahy way reflected upon by 
Faul cenſuring him when he offended? 


True it is, Paul did not excommunicate his brg- £ 


ther. But whence was it, Peter was not ſo cenfur- 
cd? Why, Peter ſubmitted to the rebuke. "Had he 

pot done ſo, Paul behoved to have excommunicat- 
d him, otherwiſe his conduct would not have a- 


greed to Chr iſt's rule, If he neglect to hear 


ee let him be to thee as a heathen man.“ This is 
the expreſs order of the great Kiog with reſpect to 
ſuen as will not hear. 


Thus we ſee that the cenſures of the church | 


belong to good and great men when they offend; 


that it is no preſumption to apply diſcipline to them, | 


and that it is particularly awful to exalt any of the 
members of the church when they offend abore the 
diſcipline of her exalted head. 

1 OBJEc, 3. None of theſe Who were ne dt 
rated have been thereby reclaimed, though it is a 


number of years fince they were laid under that 
cenſure, and the molt of them ore in their graves. 
Ho ſure a 65 of TOR: not being Pe N 


ed of God bY 


1 * El 
* 1 9 . 
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erroneous principles. 
ces of perſons being reformed hereby as to wicked 


| larly manifeſted 


— — — 
. 


1 „ 
ef V. If} he juſtnefs of cenſure is to be j üdg- 
*X Sy 12 cel in reclaiming the offender; 

e muſt find fault with the far greater lace 
Of all the igſtances of it in the church of 'Chrifſt, 
EE recovery of theſe who_ have erred concerning 


"the. faith is what very ſeldom takes ace. e 


church bas no reaſon to look for this as what ſhall 
be frequent. It is ſpoken of with a peradventure. 


8/2 God peradventur e will give them repentance to 
ee the acknowledging | of the truth + From the 
beginvin till now, we will meet with very few in · 


ſtances o perſons bein Tie een by cenſure from 
here are many more inſtan- 


practices. It deſerves to be particularly noticed, 


V ben the erroneous are reclaimed, but their remain - 
N ing obſtinate is no way, to be wondred at 


+ Even Solomon, to whom the Lord had p articu ; 

himſelf, remained avfolly vbQti- · 
nate in his idotatry, after he bad been in a very re- 
markable manner reproved, fee his rebuke, in 1 
Kiogs xi. 9, Ge. Yet after all this, ſee Do he 
was di poled about the matter, verſe 40. * golô- 


' mon ſought therefore to kill Jeroboam.“ Had 


he been brought to any proper exerciſe about his 
fin and offence, he had not ſought ro deal with Je- 
roboam in apy ſuch. manner. "Here we have his 
contumacy marked out in moſt legible characters. f 


Wich this is the hiſtory of this offender concluded: 
I fay with this, Solomon fought therefore o kill 


Jeroboam. 
When he was exnfuted by God, he feeks et 


him whom God had appointed to wlcover the ten 


Te. The ee prophet laid to e 
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in ſcripture of his being Tree 
neous principles by the cenſure inflited'upon bim. 
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«x will rend the kingdom from Solomon, and n 
he ee ben e ere wid on ibods - 


his hiſtory ends. There te noc xpreſs mention made 
red from his erro-: 


If he did come to a particular publit acknowledg-- 


1 and o ence, che ferĩpture draus avi : 


This very perſot Solomon ſecks oy Kill: ag - = 


lo chat it is te us, N yoded had got tuen WG, 


_ Moreover, '' | TY. 
e are told only of two na wa. 
by Paul, viz. Alexander and Hy ee 1 Tim. 
offence 
and under the c enſure: The laſt account we have of 
thech, bears that they were till ſtanding ouragainft: | 
all the means uſed for reclaiming them, See 2 
Tim. ii. 17. and iv 14. Theſe were the only per- 


fons dur Bible ſays Paul excommunicated: and aas 


to Heither, the "ONE Ae * ene hy _ Thi: 


we A as Copeiide, lite the Feten, wer et 
pröve by God? Why ſhould” it be thought” 


ſtrange, \Bar even the Burt s people eee e | 
to ſubmit to the diſeipline of the ward; when Were 


þ > to be found of thtm who reject dctrines of 7 


bir eir'confetnning the diſcipline of ke church is 3 


cönceiceabſe, as that of oppofing her dectrise. 


Some think good 8 will ccrn retract . N 
for which they are juſtly excommunicated ; beexuſe 
they would be ut our 2 heaven, if they did not. 
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q 4 ektluding ing perſons out of heaven, and: a FREY 
I the door of that glorious communion with God a+ 
gainſt them. But how great a miſtake is this l If 
extommunication did ſhut the door of heaven ü- 
pon the cenſured, while under cenſure, , that he, 
could not enter heaven if dying in that ſtate, it 
would alſo ſhut the dor of ſpiritual communion: 
ia living; and ſo this ordinance would be an effec - 
tual bar in the way of ſalvation, inſtead of being 
an inſtituted mean of it, as to obſtinate offenders. 
It may be eonfidently affirmed, that excommunica - 
tion does not meddle with the door of the heavenly: 
. Nate, in the way of ſhutting it againſt any. The; 
very great out cry which is made about that ordi- 
nunce, proceeds from an utter miſtaking of it. And 
that miſtake ariſes from a groſs miſtaking the means. 
ing of that text, “ Whatſoever ye ſhall. bind on 
earth, ſhall be bound io heaven.“ Match. xviik: 
18. Many think the meaning hereof is, That theſe 
who are excommunicated regularly by. the viſible, - 
church, have the door of heaven ſhut againſt 
them, ſo that they ſhall not enter. According to 
this explication of this paflage, what muſt be the 
meaning, of the, words which immediately follow, 
namely, And whatſoever ye ſhall looſe on carth, 
ec ſhall be looſed in heaven?” The ſenſe certain 
ly muſt be, whomſoever ye ſhall abſolve from th 
cenſures of the church, theſe ſhall have, the door 
of heaven opened to them. that they ſhall enter 
chereby. According to this notion, we behoved 
to reckon all inſured in ſalvation, who art regu - 
larly abſolved from ceuſure. 
- The bindiog in heaven ſpoken of by Chrid, is 
only fo be meant of God, who is ia heaven approv- 
ing what is done regulariy by his church on earth, 
| bs: os is it that is done * the ane on * 
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comin baba obſtinate öfender ) Wh 


church, viſible. . This is bound 5 God in 
but this is a gulte different matter from tlixe © 
cluding Perner ont of heaven), ** * 254, 25537 IAB”. 

OvJec. 4 It would have been more! for we is 
tereſt of religion, not to have gone ſo far in diſcix 
line. Why then ought it to have deen carried 0 
ſuch a a. great height * 

ANS] Tre i. is, that i it is very bard work | 
reconcile many to che Synod's going'ſo far in this 
matter. But had the Synod not gone the length 
they went, it would have been more difficult te 
dave reconciled their conduct fo the word Uf 
God. It is melancholy, that perſons ſhould think 
and ſay, that the Exerciſing the diſcipline of the 
church, is; or tan be hurtfut | to her intereſt, * E* _ 
not excommunicationi appointed by Chriſt for hb 
ſtinate offenders ? Did nor Chriſt appoint it? Is'it 
not a part of his yoke ? Can any have reaſon, or 
face to ſay to his office bearers, make bis yoke lighs' 
ter, and we will follow you ? It is awfully daring 


to inſinuate that it is hurtſul-ro-the intereſt of the * _. 


church, to exerciſe the diſcipline, Chriſt” bas pte 
ſeribed unto” her. Has not the Hoty"Otiof told - 


us that excommunieation”-is' appointed” fot the 55 


nefit of the offender, not for his hurt. 4 10 Des 


ver ſuch an ont anto Satan for the deſtrulion, 


of the fleſh, that" the" Spirit may be Saved,” —Exs 


communication is an ipſtituted mean of ſaving oh; 


ſtinate offenders, as feally as the preaching'the þ 
del is a mean of conyerting' ſinners. Now, it 
ing appointed by Chriſt, and- being” a meln ne 
fort, and 1 orditanee for this cad e | 
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While this mean remained | 
applications were made for Hers h's 


WP: 


7704 of our Lord Chriſt, or love to obſtina 


0 # * 
could the Bao aue afed: 


8 ee 


iah's recover -be- 
would 3 at af the — 1 A by I ut 


3t hays conſiſt ther ah; any r lor 
fick, ar 9 A. e Prophet's A, win _ 


t9- have uſed that; remedy when — 
ould it expreſs avy- proper reſpett to the be; 


to the 


70 (ybich, the hunghers were), ngt to 


pay of giyiog aPRAIRIDENL ſor the recovery pk 


We find the negleft of diſcipline to have had ver 


ry diſmal ecke Saul was neglected by the 118 
is 


upon account of his negleRting civil diſci "ay 
fuſt empried the thrgne of Urgel. The . 


A to a due exerciſe pl ecclefiaftic ene 52 tr 


fered tue prieſthood fr rom Eli's family to andthe 


1 5 Eli began to-reprove his ſons for their offence, but 


n ak his cenfure a due length, ſee 1 Sam. 
* a . different inftqnees in ſeripture, 1 


x churches being reproved for not Soivg 2 Arenen, 
5 length in diſcipline. ls: 


But none can produce o one ee in abs: whats. 


Bible, of a church being found fault with for going 
00 far in diſgipline towards obſtinate. offenders. 
And this needs not be wondered. at, for this good 

 *neafon, namely, It is as impoſſible. to inflig. too, 
8 High 2 church. cenſure; upon” obſtinate offenders, 
ite 1 wrench too much Bible doctrine t goſpel» 
+ *Keaxers. I ſay the one is as impoſſible as the other. 
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ils ms: the * * * ea too far 
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Toy is 10 be uſed. in the rocefs, d ut how 4 


* by partiality f. e 
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8 a wer een: 
toy Ae an offender, and gell reſt. che "po 

the offender remaining 5 8 it dps 


uld be flaally reſted chere I fee not. Conlid, 
the. glorious, che divige rule. If he negte& t 
for him be to thee as a heathen: man-. 
But not tq infift upon this, let it be 6 
that the exerciſe of Jifcipline i is not left to the, ops 
tion of the church. She is under no Tefs a ole 
charge with regard to the inflifting diſcipline v pou 
Ne 00 than ſhe is with regard to the pred 
f the goſpel, I ſay ſhe is no leſs folemnly chargs 
ed ih re 5 to the former than ſhe is Sick re 
& to the latter. „Them that ſin rebuke before 
* all, that others alſo may fear. 1 charge t thee 


S « before God and the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and 


4. leg angels, that chou e ings? the - 7 


This is a charge concerning x ges J ans can 
there one be more ſolemn? Tbe Synod has Yan 


very loudly complained df by the | generation at 


exercifing it, bat at the ſame time it was under . 
ſolemn charge not to neglect it. How happi IM 
then was the Synod directed when they liftene 

to the Lord's ome charge however much mhey 
may Have to bear of the” world's. bitter e by 
It is much” more eligib'e to be branded 1 
world with the name of fiery bigotied bloody. W 8 
lots, than to have from Chriſt the awful: charges”. 
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